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SENATE. · 
SuNDAY, March 4, 19~3. 

(Legi.s"la:t·ive day <>:f Sattu·day, March 8, 1923.) 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

SPEECHES DISTRIBUTED BY FEDERAL RESERVE BOA.RD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi
cation from the acting governor of the Federal Reserve Board 
relative to Senate Resolution 351 (submitted by MT. HEFLIN 
and agreed to December 12, 1922), requesting the Federal Re
serve Board to fUrnish the Senate a list of the names and ad
dresses to which a certain speech was mailed, which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as 
folfows: 

FEDmn.AL RESERVE BOARD, 
OFFICE OF VICE GOVJJRNOR, 

Washington, March 3, 1923. 

Srn: Senate Resolution 851 requests the Federal Reserve Board to 
obtain and send to the Senate certain lists of names and addresses, 
being the names nn-d addr·esses of persons who receiYed copies o! a 
speech delivered by the junior Senator f1·om Virginia more than 11 
year ago. It is certalnly a somewhat unusual request to mnke of any 
Government body, as it must be obvious that there was no object :In 
preserving the lists used -so Ion.g ego, and consequently in some cases 
they do not exist. and in all cases ar:e greatly changed and are not 
the same lists to whicb Senator GLASS'S speech was sent. If the 
Senate bad desired the Federal Reserve Board to ·have these lists 
preserved. it would seem that Oie request would have been made not 
later than the spring of 1922, as the speech of Senator Guss was 
delivered -on the 16th and 17th of January. 

It appears from the preamble, which •as made a pa.rt of :Senate Reso· 
lution 351 by being passed with it, that its pur~ose was to enable 
one Senator~ whose position is stated to have been 'assailed and criti
cized " by another Senawr, to have the opportunity " of sending 
copies o! his speech ,to the citizens ~ho have received the speecb 
which assailed and criticized him,,. and the inference appears to be 
that . at least on'fl of th-e objects in the circulation o! Senator GLASS'S 
Rpeech was -the criticism <01 another Senator. Reference to the other 
Senator whose position is stated to have been assailed and criticized 
in Senator GLASS'S speech was purely incidental, and it is doubtful if 
tM! officers o! the Federal reserve banks even so much as remembere(f 
that he had been mentioned .in the speech of the Senator from Virginia, 
whose s peech was delivered in January, 1922. The speech o! the Sen
ator from Virginia was recognmed by all authorities as the most com
plete and masterly explanation and exposition of the Federal reserve 
syst~m and of its operation ever delivered. Senator GLASS wa the 
chairman or the Committee on Banking and Currency of the House of 
Repl'esentatives when the ~erai reserve act was ftrst in preparation, 
when it was passed Jn Congress, and when it came tnto operation by 
the organization of the 12 Federal res&-ve banks. He was also tlle 
author of most ut th~ amendments which were passed during the first 
years of its operation and later as Secretary of the Treasury became 
ex officio the chnlrmaa of the Federal Reserve Board. He WRB, tW!re
fore, familiar with every detail o! the law and with its operation 
and ws.'8 the one man ·not ·m1ly in the Senate of the United States 
but in the United States itself 1n a position to make such an address 
with authority. 

The address was circulated to comrey to the member banks of the 
Federal reserve system and to their clients invaluable information not 
otherwise obtainable and with no purpose or thought of criticizing any 
other Senator. 

If, nevertheless, the Senator who teels that his position was "' assailed 
and ('litlclzed " -Oesires after the lapse <lf more than a year to send out 
answers to Senator GLAss's great speech some information can be given 
from the answers of the Federal reserve banks to the resolutfon which 
will enable hhn to ~v.er most or the 'l)ersons who received Senator 
GL-Ass's address. Tllere was great dJlferen(!e in the methods of dis
tribution of SelUltOl' GLASS'S addi"eSs. Thus the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Minneapolis states th1lt it was sent In that district only to member 
banks on written request, antl tbe Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas re
plle that too .address wu sent to banks, .chambers of <e0mmerce

1 
and to 

some extent to such lnstltutfons as .rotary clubs. In all dlstricrs many 
copies we-re · distributed in thls way, no i!xact list of the persons who 
received tb.e .address ha-ving 'been ~pt. as the final distrlbatlon to 
"citizens" (the term used in the resolution) was made by the many 
commercial banks, institutions, and organizations. By using the 
Bankei'S' Dlr~ctory, therefore, 11.ntl by sendin... cop"ies to chambers of 
commerce, the other S-enator may cover •most o'f the tel'rftor7. 

Senator -GLASS'S speech was in much demand by educational institu
tions, and several lrunmed copies were sent to some of them on request 
Reprints of it were in fact made by some educational and other lnstltu: 
tions that were uBable to obtain a sufficient number of copies of the full 
address to .satlsty their requirements. Some of these reprints contain 
no reference whate-ver t<t tlie Senator "wh1> spolr-e on the other side of 
the QUestion." 

Most Federal reserve ba:nks maintain mailing lists built up tn con
nection with the distribution of their monthly reports and with their 
business repol"tf.ng :service, and these 'lists in some banks w~re used 1n 
the distribution of Senator GLAS~'s t;peech, but the banks generally 
regard these lists as their personal property, and several of them have 
protMted strongly ag1tinst making them public. The board's counsel 
doubts authority to compel their submission without spe-ctflc act of 
Congress. In any event, they have greatly .changed in a year and are 
not the same lists that wel'e used In the early part of 1922. Further
more, they did not, as used in 1922, Include the names and adrtresses of 
anywhere near all the citizens who .received the speech of Senator 
Gr.Ass. 

Respectfully submitted. 
EDMUND PLATT, Acting Go·vern or. 

The PRESIDENT OB' THll SENATE. · 

PF!TITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MYERS presented the following juint resolution of the 
Legislature of Montana, which was referred to the ·Committee 
on Interstate Commerce: · • 

U:::nTED STATES ol!' .hrr:n!CA,. 
State of Montana ss: 

I, C. T. Stewart, secretary et state of l\fonta.na, do hereby certify 
that the following is a true and correct copy of an act entitled " Senate 
Joint Resolution No. 2. ·bv committee on railroads a substitute for 
Ben~te ;roint Memoria1 1 1 0.~ ~. enacted by the igbteenth ession of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Stute of Montan.a, and approved by .J.os. 
M. Dixon., governor of said State, on the 28th da.y of E'ebl'Uary, 1923. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the ('[ty of H~lt'na., the capital of aid State, thl 28th day 
of Febrnary A. D. 1923. 

BeC'l'etat'1J of State. 

Senate Joint Resolution No. 2, by committee on railroads, as substitute 
for Senate Joint Memorial No. 2. 

Whereas the fru·mers of Montana and the Northwest uffered se1ioue· 
loss of crops by rea on of the widespread drought that pre'\'alled during 
the years of bio-b prices ana bu iness inflation, and as a result we1·e 
not prepared to withstand the deflation which followed by calling on a 
reserre of accumulated profits such as was available to other lines 
of industry; and 

Whereas by reason of long distances to market making freJaht 
cl;iarges higb, and the low prices for what the farmer ells, and the 
high prices for what be bu~s1 the fa.1·mers o! Montana and the North
west, having for the first ume in five years obtained a substantial 
yield, are unable to secure the cost of production for their crops· and 

Whereas the railroads se1·ving Montana, by reason of a shortage at 
cars, have been unable to receire and transport to ma1·ket the products 
of the farm and ranches, thus ca11stng great inconveniences and loss 
not only to the farmers and e:tock growers, but to the bu iness and 
banking interests of the State, as well; and 

Whe1·eas the re~onslbility for this deplorable eondition i in dispute 
ha>ing been repudiated by the western roads laying the blame on thei; 
eastern connectio11s, who in turn deny the I·esponslblllty : Therefore 

, be it . 
Resoli:ctl by tllc Eigh'teent1t L~gislaHve Assem.bly of f.J1e State of Mon

ta1ia, (the senate a»d hotJse concurr1ng), That we do hereby petition· 
and earnestly pray the Interstate Commerce Commission of tbe United 
States to take such action rl'gardlng regulating the Interchange of cdrg, 
or such other action as may be nece sary to prevent n recurrence of 
these conditions. 

And we further petition and pray that for the reasons heretofore set 
out, to wit, the inabiiity of -che farmers in the Northwest to secure the 
cost of production for their wheat and other products1 the honorable 
the Congre s of the United States enact such legislation a 'may 8 
ne~essary to stabilize the r>rice of tarm products by fixing a minimum 
price for wheat, thus placing th.e busirmss of farming on nn equal foot
ing with other and lessel' industries of the country; be 1t turthe1· 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretary 
of state of Montana to the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
of the State of Montana, with the i·equ.est that they use every effort 
within their power to brtng relief to the farmers of the Northwest by 
carrying into effect the suggestions bereinbefor .set out, and that they 
gfutbei~ ~oes~'~tl~~·etary or the Interstate Commer<:e Commi sion a copy 

Approved Februo.ry 27, 1!l23. 

Nl'!L ON STORY, Jr., 
P1'esUlet1t of 'the Senate. 
CALVIN CRUMBAKil:R, 

Speaker o1 tl~e HoHse. 

Jos. M. DrxoN, Got·eN101'. 
Filed Febmary 28, 19'.?'3, at 9.22 .o'clock a, m. 

C. T. STEWA.RT, Seoretary of State. 
Mr. STERLING presented the following concur1·ent re olutlon 

ot the Legislature of South Dako a, which was referred to th~ 
Committee on Interstate Commerce: 

A -concurrent resolution. 
Whereas the average farmer buys over a ton of steel annually in the 

form of farm implements, wire, and Ml.ndreds()f other teel products· and 
Whereas there is a trade practice u ed by the steel mills by means or 

which they collect millions of dollnrs nnnue.llf for freight service 
which is not earned, know.D as " Pitt burgh pl11s ' : Therefore be tt 

Resolved by tlle Senate of th.e Btate of Soutl. DaJ.;ota (the Ho11se of 
~pt•esenta:tives co11cuning).,_ That we strongly cond~mn this practice 
and urge that the Federal Trade Commission take such steps ns will 
be necessary to abolish the Pittsburgh plus practlc~; be it further 

Resol·vea, That our United States &nators 6.lld Members of the Na
tional House of Representatives be tirged to promote such legisla tlon 
as will curb this evil ; and 

That engrossed coples of this preamble and resolution be prepared 
by the secretary of the senate, signed by the presiding officers ot the 
senate and house of representatives, and forwal'ded to the Fedeml 
Trad-e Commi .sio11. at Wt1.shington, D. c .. to Congressmen WILLLUl 
WILLIAMSON, c. A. ClmISTOPHERSON, and ROYAL c. JOHNSON, and 
United State Senator Snn.r,.ac and NocmtCK. 

C. S. AMSDlil:'.ll', 
P1'estde11t of the Senate. 

A. B. BLAKE, 
Ser:rutary of tll..e Se-11ata. 

E. o. FRl!ISCOLN 
Spr-aker of t11e HottslJ. 

WmoHT TA.RBELL 
, Chief Ole~·~ of the House. 

Mr. NORRIS preseuted the following resolution of the Senate 
of the State of Nebrnska, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

STAT!': OF NEBI'.A KA, 
SEN ATE CHA!'.fllEP., 

Lft1c-0hi, Mtirch 1, 19P.-~. 
llon. GEORGE W. NOR.RIS, 

Wa..s11t11gto11, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: I have the honor to ~mbmit to you the following resolu

tion which wa pu ed by the State -.:ennte of ~ebraska: 
· Resolution. 

.. Whereas the . administration of the sel ctiv ver·vice a.ct dUL'ing the 
World War di closed an appalling state of affair with l'espect to the 
physical condition of the young manhood of om· country ; and 
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'' Whereas the hlghest military and surgical officials of the United 

Rtates of America. whose duty it was to administer the draft con
C'luded that more than 50 per cent of the young men of draft age were 
n~t pb~sica~ly fit, and in conference assembled have urged that reme
dial leg1slation be enacted to better these conditions· and 

"Whereas the State institutions of the State of Nebraska are filled 
and overflowing with unfortunates who are becoming an ever-increasing 
burden on the taxpayers of this State; and 

" Whereas statistics and di~noses prove conclusively that the con
<lition of Nebraska's unfortunafes is in many ca es the direct result ot 
hereditary and social diseases; and 

" Whereas the stability of the American home, the bulwark of the 
American Nation, is greatly endangered by the laxness and the great 
dispal1ty of the marriage and divorce laws of the various States: Xow, 
therefore, be it · 

"ResolL'e<l by the He11ate of the State of Yebraska: 
"SECTION 1. 'l'hat we hereby petition and memorialize the National 

Congress to enact into law a uniform marriage and divorce law for the 
purpose of combating the evUs hereinbe1'ore set forth. 

"SEC. 2. That a copy of this resolution be transmitted by the secre
tai-y of the senate to each of the Nebraska Senators and Representa
tives In the National Congress, to"'ethei· with an urgent request that 
they support such legislation as wil~ result in the passage of a national 
uniform marriage and divorce law, and that thel use their best efforts 
to secure favorable action thereon at tbe earlies possible moment." 

Respectfully yours, 
CLYDE H. BAll~ARD, 

Se01·etary of the Senate. 

ENIWLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESEI"TED. 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they presented to the President of the United 
States for his approval the following enrolled bi11s and joint 
resolution : 

On March 3, 1923 : 
S. 2051. An act to amend section 3142 of tile Revised Statutes 

to permit an increa e in the number of collection districts for 
the collection of internal re\enue and in the number of col
lectors of internal revenue from 64 to 65; 

S. 4160. An act to amend the act of Congress entitled "An 
act to establish a commission for the purpose of securing in
formation in connection with questions relative to interstate 
commerce in coal, and for other purposes," approved September 
22, 1922; 

S. 4117. An act authorizing the closing of certain portions of 
Grant Road in tl1e District of Columbia, and for other pur
pose ; 

S. 4216. An act authorizing the sale of real property no 
longer required for military purposes ; 

S. 4503. An act granting the consent of Congress to Bethle
hem Steel Co. to construct a bridge across Humphreys Creek 
at or near the city of Sparrows Point, Md.; 

S. 4592. An act granting consent of Congress to the Eacrle 
Pass & Pieclras Negras Bridge Co. for construction of a brid<>'e 
across the Rio Grande between EagJe Pass, Tex., and Piech·:s 
Negras, Mexico ; 

S. 4638. An act authorizing the Great Northern Railway Co. 
to maintain and operate, or reconstruct, maintain, and operate 
its bridge aero s the Columbia River at Marcus, in the State of 
Wa hington; and 

S . .J. Res. 282 . .Joint resolution to amend the resolution of 
December 29, 1920, entitled "Joint resolution to create a joint 
committee on the reorganization of the administrative branch 
of the Government." 

On March 4, 1923 : 
S. 425. An act authorizing the Attorney General of the United 

States to fix the salaries of United States attorneys and United 
States marshals of the several judicial districts of the United 
States within certain limits; 

S. 3424. An act to provide for the reclamation of the United 
States Military Reservation, Fort De Russy, Honolulu Hawaii . 

S. 3580. An act to extend the time for the constru~tion of ~ 
bridge a~ro s the Red River of the North at or near the city 
of Pernbma, N. Dak.; 

S. 4245. An. act to provide the necessary organization of tI1e 
customs service for an adequate administration and enforce
ment of the tariff act of 1922 and all other customs revenue 
laws; 

S. 4280. An act to proYide additional credit facilities for the 
agricultural and live-stock industries of the United States; to 
amend the Federal farm loan act ; to amend the Federal re
serYe act ; and for other purposes ; 

S. 4322. An act for the relief of the owners of the barge 
Ha·i:ana; 

S. 4544. An act to authorize the extension of the period of 
restriction against alienation on sm·plus lands allotted to 
minor members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in 
Oklahoma; 

S. 4594. An act to authorize the Secretary of State to acquire 
in Paris a site, with an erected building thereon, at a cost 
not to exceed $300,000, for the use of the diplomatic and con
sular establishments of the United States; 

• 

S. 4614. An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled "An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the jud't· 
ciary," approved l\larch 3, 1911; 
. S. 4631. A~ act granting the consent of Congress to t11e coun· 

t1':s of Bowie and Cass, State of Texas, for construction of a 
bridge across Sulphur River, at or near Paces Ferry in said 
counties and State; and ' 

S. 4637. A_n act for the relief of certain disbursing agents 
under the Department of Commerce. 

AMENDMENT OF REVENUE ACT OF 1921. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera· 
tion of the unfinished business, which is House bill 13770. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con· 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 13770) to amend the revenue act 
of 1921 in respect to capital gains and losses, and for othe1· 
purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HO"GSE, 

A mes!-'age from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over· 
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passe<l 
the following bills and joint i·esolution of the Senate: 

S. 3424. An act to provide for the reclamation of the United 
States military reservation, Fort De Russy, Honolulu, Hawaii; 

S. 4322. An act for the relief of the owners of the barge 
Ha·vana · 

S. 46l4. An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled 
"An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary," approved March 3, 1911; 

S. 4544. An act to authorize the extension of the period of 
restriction against alienation on surplus lands allotted to minor 
members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in Oklahoma; 
and 

S. J. Res. 168. Joint resolution in relation to a monument 
to commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of 
the United States of America, its insular possessions, and the 
District of Columbia in the World War. 

The mes;-age aJso announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6577) au
thorizing the conveyance of certain lands· in the State of South 
Dakota to the Robert E. Kelley Post, No. 70, American Legion, 
South Dakota. 

The message · further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11528) to 
allow credits in the accounts of certain disbursing officers of 
the Army of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14226) to pre
erve the status of persons awarded compensation under the act 

approved September 17, 1916. 
The me~sage further announced that the House has ,ilgreed to 

the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 14222) to amend the trading with the enemy act. 

'l'he message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 35) authorizing the 
printing of all correspondence between the Department of 
.Justice and others in 1022 relative to disorders in the United 
States in said year and the action of the Government in sup-
11ressing the same. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6650) pro
viding additional terminal facilities in square east of 710 and 
square 712 in the District of Columbia for freight traffic, 
requested a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. FOCHT, Mr. ZIHLMAN, 
and l\lr. SULLIVAN were appointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conference. 

The me sage also announced that the House had insisted 
upon its amendments to the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 287) 
creating the joint commission of gold and silver inquiry, dis
agreed to by the Senate, had agreed to the conference re
CJUested by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that Mr. RHODES, Mr. COLTON, and Mr. 
\VINGO were appointed managers on the part of the House at 
the conference. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 466) to provide an additional 
appropriation for the Federal Farm Loan Board for the fiscal 
year 1924, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

AMEXDMENT OF TRADING WITH THE E~EMY .ACT-CONFERENCE 
REPORT. 

Mr. CU~BIINS. l\lr. P1·esident, I desire to present the con
ference report on House bill 14222, to amend the trading with 
tbe enemy act . 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Thee conference report will be read. 
The Assistant Secretary read the report, as follows : 

The committee <>f conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill ( H. R. 
14222) to amend the trading with the enemy act having met. 
after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and 
clo recommend to their respective Houses as follows : , 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered (2) 
and (13) ; 

Tbat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
m~nts of the Senate numbered (1), (4), (6), and (11), and 
agree to the. same. 

Amendment numbered ( 3) : That the Honse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered (3), 
nnd agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment in
sert: ": Provided, That no insurance partnership, association, 
or corporation, against which any claim or claims may be filed 
by any citizen of the United States with the Alien Property 
Onstodian within 60 days after the time this paragraph takes 
effect, whether such claim appears to be barred by the statute 
of limitations ur not, shall be entitled to avail itself of the pro
vi~ions of this paragraph until such claim or claims are satis
fied " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered (5): That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered (5), 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the mutter proposed to be inserted by said amendment in
sert : '~: Provided. hcnveve1 .. That this subsection shall not af
fect any rights which any citizen or subject may have under 
paragraph (1) Of this- subsection"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendments numbered (7), (8), (9), and (10): That the 
House recede from ifs disagreement- to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered (7), (8), (9), and (10), and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter 
proposed to be inserted by said amendments insert " 8 " ; and 
the Senate agree. to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit the 
matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment and 
insert: 
. " SEC. 23. The Allen Property Custodian is directed to pay 
to the person entitled thereto-, from and after the time thls 
section tak.es etfect, the net income. dividend, interest, annuity, 
or other earnings. accruing and collected thereafter, on any 
property or money held in trust for such person by the Alien 
Property Custodian or by the Treasurer of the United States 
for the ~count of the Alien Property Custodian, under such 
rule and regulations as the President may prescribe, but no 
per ·on shall be paid, under this section, any amount in excess of 
$10,000 per annum. 

And the Senate agree t(} the same. 
ALBERT B. CUMMINS, 
THOS. STERLING, 
HENRY F. ASHURST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W .ALTER H. NEWTON, 
w. J. GRAHAM, 
CLABENCE F. LEA, 

Managm·s on the part of the House. 

1\1.r. :McKELLAR. Mr. President, what was done with refer
ence to the attorney fees provision? 

lUr. CUIDIINS. It was reduced from 10 per cent to 3 per 
cent. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not see the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
WIT.LIS] here. He was very much interested in that provision. 
I really do not believe Congress ought to be legislating about 
attorney fees. I think it ls very unwise to do so. It may in
volve us in all kinds of scandal before this matter is concluded. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But this is only a limit. It does not 
provide for attorney fees. 

~Ir. CUMMINS. It is a limit of 3 per cent. 
l\fr. McKELLAR. r see that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

,WILLIS] has just entered the Chamber, and I turn the matter 
over to him. However, I am oppo ed to it. 

l\Ir. WILLIS. May I inquire what was done with the amend
ment striking out section 23? 

l\lr. CUMMINS. Section 23 is in the bill, but it is limited to 
the payment of $10,000 on account of incomes received after 
the bill becomes a law. It has no retroactive aspect. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the Senator state what the conferees did 
with reference to the report as to attorney fees? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It is limited to a 3 per cent maximum. It 
was 10 per cent, as provided by the House, but the conferees 
reduced it to 3 per cent. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator from Iowa what 
was done with the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [1\fr. LE7'1WOT]? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It was agr-eed to. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I am not disposed to detain the 

Senate. Of course I think the amendment relating to attorney 
fees which the Senate adopted was better than the one the 
conferees agreed upon, but the conferees have done tolerably 
well. Three per cent is very much better than 10 per cent. 
I shall not oppose it further. 

Mr. CUM~II~S. I moYe the adoption of the conference re
port 

The report was agreed to. 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR FRELINGIIUYSEN. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I do not wish to 
delay the work of the Senate for any extended period, but I 
felt that I could not leave the Senate without ·aying a few 
words at parting with my friends in this body. I shall take 
but a very brief time in doing so. 

Mr. President, in a short time the Sixty-seventh Congress will 
adjourn and many of us will retire from the Senate. I am one 
of those whose service will end. I can not complete my tenn 
without giving some expl'ession to the feelings of friendship 
I have for those with whom I hase served during the eventful 
six years which have passed. 

It was the ambition of my life to represent my State in the 
United States Senate. I felt that it was the highest honor 
that could be granted to anyone. My ambition to represent New 
Jersey has been fulfilled and I have been privileged to sit in 
the Senate during the most eventful period in the country's 
history. It was also my ambition to represent my State as 
acceptably and capably as the three Senators of my name and 
family who have preceded me in this body, and I hope I have 
measured up in some slight degree to the high standards they set. 

I make no boast of any particular political virtue, but I have 
always felt it a duty to stand for clean politics, for constructive 
measures, for helpful service, and right 1·ather than political 
expediency. 

Although the verdict of the majoTity of the voters of my State 
has ended my commission to serve New Jersey, I feel that I 
can retire with the consciousness that I have done my uest and 
have tried to sene with sincerity of purpose and have lived 
up to the standards in which I believe. As I go forth again 
as a private citizen I know that I have the respect of my con
stituency, even if they did not all vote for me. 

I regret leaving the splendid fellowship of my friends here. 
These friendships which I have formed will endure as long as 
I live. 

New Jersey was one of the original thirteen States which 
formed the Union. Upon her soil were fought the great battles 
which gave us independence and made possible the formation 
of the Republic. Jerseymen are justly proud of this tradition, 
and it has been my earnest endeavor to uphold that historical 
position. 

Our independence as a Nation was due to this Revolution. 
The independence of some Jerseymen in the recent election was 
due to another revolution more recent than the first. Nobody 
has had more experience with that revolution than I have had. 

I come from a section of the counti-y which is one of indus
trial greatness and financial strength. This territorial advan
tage was not due to any choice of mine but to my Holland an
cestors, who settled in New Jersey 200 years ago and helped 
make the State what it was and is. Each succeeding genera
tion has remained there, due probably to the nonnomadic 
habits of the Dutch. I have tried, however, to serve without 
sectional prejudice or partisan rancor. With the Senators 
from the Sonth I have endeavored to meet the many problems 
of that section of .the country and help them in the discourage
ments and financial setbacks they have had to face and the 
legislative measures they proposed for relief. While not a 
member of the farm bloc, I have supported its efforts to relieve 
the burdens of the farmer of the West; and while I have not 
been able to meet some views I have thought too extreme I 
have seen in that movement not government by a class, as 
many charge, but an honest fight for justice to tllose wllo till 
the soil. 

I was brought up to believe in the Constitution of the United 
States, strict obedience to law, the Dutch Reformed Church, 
and the Republican Party. I must confe s that the e institu-

• 
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tlons of conservatism may )lave bad some effect upon me and 
my service here. l\Iodern statesmanship seems to have parted 
somewhat from these conservative principles, and we now face 
the extremist in and out of our legislative halls who proposes. 
patent medicines to cure. all the ills of this stormy period. 
Some seem to believe that legislation can be made the panacea 
for all tbe ills of the body politic, but- I adhere to the Constitu
tion, to its principles, and shall continue to cling to that olct 
faith. For 140 years we have been guided as a Nation by the 
faith of the fathers and their plan of govei:nment. I refuse 
to be parted from tbe old moorings, and while it may be called 
a narrow-minded vision by some to preserve this attitude of 
faith in constitutional government, I prefer it 

~1y business training and instinct lead11 me to express- the 
hope that in tbe next Congress will come the much-needed 
reform in the rule , so that the country's business can be 
transacted more promptly and by the majority. 

I barn again and again during my experience here seen this 
Senate, by reason of its rules, become pitiful through its im
J)(>tence to control it own body. 

If the Senate is to retain the esteem of the country which 
it has hitherto at times enjoyed, those that remain here to 
serve must recognize the great weight of public opinion de
manding this change oi policy. 

I say this without any feeling of unfriendliness to those 
who disagree with me. as I believe that, although we have 
our different view and although the currents of politics sway 
us. to and fro, underneath the skin of everyone. who serves 
here is a better nature, a ·sterling patriotism. and love of 
country. 

May I express, in closing, my deep appreciation to the Vice 
President who- presides over this body for his many courte
sies extended to me; may I thank als.o my friends, the secre
taries and clerks of the Senate, for theiu helpful assistance, 
as well as my boy friends, the pages, for their courteous atten
tion. 

To my colleagues I have this to say in conclusion: As y0.u 
face the future and the important questions you will be called 
upon to settle in this legislative body, may you have the 
broadest vision and wisdom and may you continue those 
policies of government which have made for the greatness of 
our people- and the welfare of our beloved country. 

.ADDRESS BY SENATOR SUTHERLAND. 

?\Ir. SUTUERLA.."l\"D. l\1r. P1·esident, I shall not undertake 
in the limited time at my disposal to express at length the 
thoughts that e.ome to my mind at the conclusion of 10 years 
of congressional service, of which 4 years were spent in the 
Bouse of Representatives and 6 years in the Senate. I have 
regarded my successive elections by the people of West Vir
ginia to these po.sition.s as affording me a wonderful oppo1'
tunity for service, and I have endeavored during all these 
years to give the very best service of which I was capable. 
I am grateful to the good people of my State for having thus 
favoLed me. I have accepted the result of the election in 
West Virginia, terminating to-day my term of service here I 
trust, in a true philosophical spirit, and I may say, with~ut 
resei:vation, that I harn done so without regrets o:r without re
criminations of any kind. I shall return to my State in the 
immediate future to take up my labors for my family, feeling 
confident that I can put in the :i:em_aining l'e.ars of my life in 
hard consecutive work to good advantage. l\ly only regret is 
the sundering of the pleasant associations which llave bee.n 
formed as a l\Iember of the two greatest legislative bodies in 
the world. My relations with those in both Houses have 
without exception been agreeable and pleasant and I have the 
profoundest respect and admiration for the membership of 
these bodies. 

I am not one of those who believe that this great country 
is going to destruction through any lack of consecrated effort 
on the part of its legislators. While the functioning of the 
Senate may not always be letter perfect, yet my experience 
bere convinces me that there- is nowhere in the world a more 
industrious or patriotic body of men than are to be found 
here. It would be strange indeed if there were not radical 
differences of opinion among the men of strong minds and 
personalities wl10 compose the membe1·sh1p of this body, repre
senting, as they do, sovereign States whose interests are not 
always identical, and yet whose well-being. and prospe1·ity mean 
the well-being and prosperity of the whole. l\fost of the results 
of legislation are brought about by the intelligent compromise 
of these differences, and usually these compromises are effectu
ated in a spirit of earnest cooperation, and certainly with a 
conscientious regard on the part of each toward his obligations 
to State and Nation. I am profoundly impressed with the 
desire on the part of each to contribute in his own way toward 

the SQlutlon of the mighty problems which come before this 
body for final determination. When legisla:tors devote them
selves in this way to their task the country is certainly safe. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I desire to ex.press to each and 
every Member of this oody my appreciation of the uniform 

- courtesy .w.hich has. been accorded to me, and to extend to you, 
the Presiding Officer, and to the membership and all attaches 
my cordial good wishes for the future. . 

Mr. P~esident, some weeks ago r offered a number of prizes 
to the high-school boys and girls of West Virginia for the best 
essays upon the subject "West Virginia, a Good Place in Which 
to Live." .A. highly competent committee of able and· distin
guished men was appointed to consider the merits of these es
says, and· after careful deliberation they selected the one they 
regarded as having- the most merit. It was written by a young 
lady in a smalf town in Kanawha County, W. Va., and because. 
of the fact that so many untrue statements have been made re
garding the great State which I have had the honor to repre
sent in part in this body, I am led to place in the CoNGREs
SION AL RECORD this splep.did essay, wbieh sets forth briefly and 
in terse language many important truths about West; Vir
ginia. I ask unanimous consent that the essay referred to may 
be- printed as a part of my remarks in 8-point type. 

There be-ing no objection, the essay was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows : 

[The essay awarded first 11rize in the Sutherland essay co.ntest, open to 
hi~h-school students of West Virginia, written by Miss Maxine M. 
Williams, Plus, Kanawha County, W. Va.] 

WEST VIRGINIA., A Gooo PLAClil IN WHICH TO LIVE. 

We.st Virginia is a good plaee in which to live. It. has natural 
beauty, pr.ogressive schools, splendid citizens, efficient govern
ment, and growing cities.. It has rich soil, a genial climate, :fin.e 
building materials. good transportation facilities> thriving in
dustries, and great mineral wealth. Great commercial success 
awaits the State and the people who develop its resources. 

Nature has given to West Virginia wonderful scenery. From 
the Allegli.aoies. on the east, 4,.860 feet above sea level, to the 
undulating Ohio plains on the west, 000 to 600 feet above sea 
level, there is an ever-changing panorama of beauty-hills in 
the green of summer or the crimson, orange, russet,.. and .gold of 
autumn, veiled by b!ue haze and silrer mist-eolorful clumps 
of wild honeysuckle, dainty arbutus, stately laurel, and rhodo
dendron-rugged canyons, curving rivers, and sparkling springs, 
many of which are mineral White Sulphur-, having probably 
the finest hotel in the South, ls the most famous of the mineral 
or healing springs. 

West Virginia has good schools, frt>m primru.·y to university·. 
The- State, parents, teachers, and children are coeperating to 
make the educational system better each ~ear. Last year 
$11,402,000, almost four times. the expenditure of 1910~ was 
spent upon the common schools. In the past 10 Y,ears the 
State has trebled its number of high schools. Six excellent 
normal schools are training teachers for the. important task 
oi instructing pupils in the subjects that prepare for "com
plete living." Approximately 200 men and wo.men teach the 
2,700 students of the university. T.hl·ough extension work the 
university ronstant1y. strlves-to h~lp more citizens. 

.At Institute, Bluefield, and Harpers Ferry are schools for 
the highen education of the Negro race. At Romney, blind and 
deat youth are educated in studies and trades: that enable 
them to become self-supporting. Instead of permitting way
ward boys and girls to go unhindered to destruction, separate 
industrial schools guide many of them into useful citizenship. 
Th~ people of West Virginia are brave, industrious, law

abiding._ and intelligent The battle- fieldN of every war from 
the Revolution to the World conflict ha-ve proved their· courage. 
In . 1920 over $281,000,000 was on deposit in the banks- of the 
State. Since the popuiation at that time was 1,4-62.,701, the 
per capita bank account was a little more than $191.. No 
more acts of lawlessness occur in West Virginia th.an in othe.r 
similar areas of United States territory. Mel.ville Davisson 
Post, short-story writer ~ Henry Sydnor Harrison, novelist ; Her
bert Quick, novelist~ Waitman Barbe, poet; Joseph Rath. math
metician; and I. C. White, geologist, demonstrate the thinking 
ability of some West Virginians. ~Iost of the people of the 
State are native born. There are many negroe. , but the ma
jority of the populati-0n is white. There are no conflicts. 
The two races live in peried harmony and understanding. 

The citizens of West Virginia believe in good government, 
and they have- it. The legislators are- intelligent, capable, 
lfberal, and progressive. The- statute book are full of laws 
for the good of' man, and they are being enforced: State pro
vision is made for the care of the public health, as '"'ell as the 
general welfare of the people. West Virginia is among the 
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State having tl1e lowe t percentage of tuberculosis. Longevity 
goes to the peak in the :Mountain State. 

West Virginia people are not crushed by excessive taxes. 
In J918 the rate of taxation was $0.07 on each $100 of asses ed 
valuation: the total rnluation was $1,366,139,828. The State. 
owei'4 little-$15,000,000 of recently issued road bonds and 
$11,000,000 for the Virginia debt, making the total debt about 
$26,000,000. 

West Yirglnia's cities are g1~owing rapidly. Broad, well· 
paved street!".!, plenuid bu iness houses, hand oroe churches, 
hf'.autiful homes, fine schooJs and thriYing industries make the 

: cities of the State pleasant and p1·0.fitable for home, business, 
. and pleasure. 

No State has n:·ore beautiful churches than West Virginia. 
A magnificent ministry instructs the people from the Divine 

! Book. Eighty-six per cent of the church membership is Protes· 
1 tant. Tlle leading denominations are Methodist, Episcopal, 
Baptist, Ca tbolic, and United Brethren. 

Rich soil and a genial climate give to West Virginia great 
. agl'icultural pos ibllitie . In 1919 the value of farm crops wa 
. 96,537,000. La "· t yeRr the State produced 4.250,000 bushels of 
wheat, 5,400.00Q bu~hel of oats, and 22,100 ()()() bushels of corn. 
Delicious apples and luscious peac11es are making 'Vest Vir
"'inin famous. One county, Berkeley, in good seasons, prnduces 
500,000 barrel of apples. more than either Oregon or Washing
ton. There are 20,000 000 fn1it trees in the State. Small 
frnlt -strawberries, raspberries, and blackberries-many kinds 
of vegetables. and rnrious nuts :flourish In West Virginia. 
Truck farmers ha"\'"e brilliant opportunities in the State. No 
long rainy easom:, withering droughts, or extremes of heat or 
cold plague West \irginla. Forty-fi.ye inches of rainfall, well 
11istributed o>er the year, flll'nish abnntlant moisture for gro·w· 
ing crops antl li"\'"e1·s to float them to market. 

F'oux of West Virginia' rivers are locked and dammed for 
navigation. The riYN". of the State can produce enough elec
tricity to furnish power and lights to all the homes and fac· 
tories in ·west Virginia if it ever becomes necessary. The rivers 
are estimated to have a maximum potential energy of 1,162,000 
horsepower, more than any other State. 

West Virginia has not only good wa.ter transportation, but 
al ·o hard roads, .. team railways, and electric lines. At pre ·ent 
there are 1,178 miles of class .A. highways in the State and 
*;:;0,000,000 in the hands of the State i·oad commksion to bring 
the cla s A mileage to 3,500. Hund1·eds of miles more of hard 
ronds will be maintained by individual counties. The Midland 
Trnil, a national llighway, trarerse~ West Yirginia from ea t 
to wet Twelve railroads and branch lines, collectively me-a -
ndng 3.199 miles, serve most parts of the State. Several lrnn
dre<l miles of electric line · connect the leading cities with each 
other an<l the surrounding rnral sections. 

One gt~at benefit of lrnr<l- urfa ed roads is the cousolirla
tion of schools. Tile i ·olate<l, uncomfortable insanitary, and 
too often unsightly one-room ·choolhou ·es are eliminated and 
the ·ltildren trRnsported, perhaps in motor bus e , to attractive, 
modern buildings, where they generally receive better instruc
tion th11n the one-room scbooI affords, becau e of better grad
iu~ ano more time for indlYldual help. 

We8t Virginia is well supplied with building material·. .A.11 
nhnndance of building stone ancl limestone for manufacturing 
cement are found in the State. Quantities of fine timber exist 
al. o. Six huudred and nlnety-seven million six hundred thou
i.;11nct feet of lumber wa cut in 1920. West Vlrginia stands 
::.: ·ond amon~: the States in production of hardwood, yielding 
more yellow poplar and chestnut than any other State. There 
a re 800.000 acres of virgin forest--enormous oak, chestnut, 
po1)J::tr, bee ·Ii, hickory, ash, and maple tree -3,500,000 acres 
of vnluable ·econd-growth timber, and 5,000,000 acres of farm 
wrn1dl:1nd. 

~lu('h food for the taking ls found in the treams and for
est::::. The riYer abound ·with fish and the hill with wild 
i;ame-deer. bears, coons, and wild turkeys in the dense tim
ber: rabbits, opo ·urns, and pheasants in most section . Truly 
We:t Yirginia i a sportsman's paradise. .A. few eagles, many 
hawk and owls, and Jarge numbers of song bird nest in the 
State. 
~raoy domestic animal· and fowls are raised in West Vir

ginia. Thon~anu · of magnificent cattle are found in the hills 
and blne-gras valley of the State. Numerou farmers and 
companies are engaged in the breeding of thoroughbretl, high
type cattle and sheep and swine. The superior, fat, grass
fed cattle of We t Virginia are famous. No other State in the 
Union has su<:h a reputation for fat Iambs and sheep. For 
three consecutive years New York Stock Market reports stated 
that West Virginia . ent the best carloads of lambs that entered 
Jer::;ey City market. All of the State is splendidly adapteu to 
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the production ol the mutton breed of ·beep; large area , espe
cially in the northwest, are unsurpassed for the production o-E 
tbe finest merino wool. At the Paris Exposition wool gl'own 
in Brooke County was awarded first prize; 587,000 cattle, 510,-
000 sheep, and 305,000 swine are fed in the State., "M1,.1ltitud < 
of chicken" ducks, turkeys, and geese are annually rai ··ed. fi 

West Virglnia's greatest source of \vealth is minet·als. The 
State has great stores of coal, oil, and gas. Only Pennsyl
vania produces inore coaJ. Last year 90,400,000 ton::; of coal, 
worth $400,000,000 at the mines, came from We t Vil· ... inia. 
The State contains the greatest acreage of high-carbon coal of 
any district in the world. Eighty-nine ..,earns of coal are found 
in West Vil'ginia; 49 counties produce it. In 1921, 116,72(1 
men mined coal in 1,570 openings owned by 993 companie>::. 
We. t Virginia coaf i used on warships, on merchant ves~els, 
and in countles homes and factories. On.ly 1,000,000,000 ton · 
have been mined up to this ti.me. There is a reserve ot 160,-
000,000,000 tons. At the present rate of mining that resene 
will not be exhausted in 1,800 years . 

The by-product of coal are many and of great value-per
fume , dyes, ba es for powerful explosive·, and so fo1·th. Num
ber · of people will become rich through tlleir manufacture. 

We ·t Virginia ha for years stood first in natural-gas produc
tion. The State produces two-fifths of all the gas that i yielde<l 
in the Nation and contains 30 per cent of the gas area. Each 
day 500,000,000 cubic feet of gas at-e piped to Pittsbm·gh, Cin
cinnati, Cleveland, Indianapolis, and other points. .A.notbe1· 
500,000,000 cubic feet are da1Jy used in the State' ~ own home , 
factories, lincl cltiel'l. 

Thirt.r-one of West Virginia'. counties produce oll of hlgh 
quality. Last year the well yieldecl 8,173,000 barreli;;, and there 
is a 200.000,000 banel re erve. .All minel'al products of the 
State for 10~0 were valueu at ~632,800,000. Surely West Vir
ginia i a good factory location. 

Cheap fuel and abunuant raw materials have brought many 
factories to the State. In 1919 West Virginia. factories produced 
$471,000,000 worth of goods. There were 20 iron antl steel fac
tories. with 11,630 employee and IJroducts worth $85,036,000; 
77 gla:;;~ plants, with 11,668 employees and $42,730,000 worth of 
products: 643 lumber and timber product plants, with 12,4:!7 
employee and products worth 34,420,000; and other with 
smaller productions. .A.t that time the State had 869 factories, 
with an anuual production valued at $3,000 to $~0,000; 640 with 
a $:.!0,000 to $100,000 annual output ; 340 with a $100,000 to 
$500,000 output ; 78 with a . 500,000 to $1,000,000 output ; and V4: 
with a yearly output of more than $1,000,000. Tluee potterie. 
eacl.t produced more than $1,000,000 worth of ware. Six plants 
each manufactured more than $1,000,000 worth of lumber and 
Umber products. Twelve glass factories each passed the ~1000,-
000 mark. The :Mountain State stands first in glass manufac
ture and ixth in steel and rolling mill manufactures. Clays, 
shales, and silica beds exist in immense quantities and ma.k 
possible the production on a large scale of brick and glass M 
every quality. 

Many, if not most, of the factories are attractive, sanitary 
bulldings, equipped with the best machinery. Injm·ed workers 
or thei1· families are compen ated. Often the employer build 
inviting homes and rent or sell them reasonably to employees. 

There are more of the elements, resource , and conditions 
which make for profitable occupation of brains, men and women, 
and money, and more of the cond,itions and environments whicll 
enter into healthful, happy life for men and women in West 
Virginia than in any like area in the world. In West Virginia 
manhood is respected and promoted, womanbood ls esteemed 
aud proteded, and children a.re subjects of the ~reatest interest 
and development. West Virginia 1s truly a good place in which 
to live. 

HIGH COST OF GA OU ""E .A.~D OTHER PETROLE .U PRODUCTS. 

1\lr. LODGE. Mr. President, I am about to move an execu
tive ession, but I yield to the Senator from Wiscon in for the 
purpo ·e of filing a report. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Pursuant to the unanimous con ent ac
col·ded to me on the 1st day of l\1arch, I present the report 
(No. 1263) of the investigatiou provided for in Senate Re. olu
tion ~95. with illustrations, which I ask to have printed. 

The VICE PilESIDE)IT. Without objection, it is ·o ordered. 
EXE . TIVE SE, SIO:;.\'" . 

:)fr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceeu to the con .·idet·
ation of executive busines!'C. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask tlte Seuator if be will not move an 
open exe~utiYe session, unless the matter is such that that cau 
not be done? 

Mr. LODGE. There 1 a treaty to be di:::;pused of. 
l\lr. CURTIS. \e1·y well . 
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The motion was agreed to, and the ·senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executl\e business. After 25 minutes spent 
1n executive session the doors were reopened 

ADDl'l'IONAL CLERK FO:& COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 

Mr-. WADS WORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the Sen
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate Resolution 403, 
further continuing the employment of an additlonal clerk to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded by unanimous 
eonsent to consider the resolution, and it was read and agreed 
to, as follows : 

Resol'Ved, That Senate Resolution 340, agreed to September 18, 1922, 
authorizing the Committee on Military Atfalrs to continue the emp1-oy
ment of an aduitional clerk, payable out of the contingent fund, until 
the end of the present Congress, be, and the same hereby is, farther con
tinued in full force .and effect until the end of the Sixty-eighth Oon
gress. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK TO DISTB.ICT COMMITXEE. 

l\lr. BALL. l\Ir. President, I ask Illlanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of Senate Resolution 437, continuing 
the employment of an additional clerk tor the Committee on 
the Distriet of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read 
'l'he Assistant Secretary read the resolution ( S. Res. 437) 

submitted by . l\Ir. BALL on .February 12, 1923. as follows : 
Resol11ed, That S. Res. 339, agreed to September 13, 1922, auther.iz-

1ng the Commlttefl on the District of Columbia t.o coDtlnue the employ
ment ot an additional clerk, payable out o1 the contingent fund, until 
the end of the present Congress, be, and the same hereby is, further 
continued in full force and effect untll the end of the Sixty-eighth 
Congress. 

Mr. OVERM.AN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire why 
this committee needs an additional clerk at this time. Each 
Senater has fmir clerks, and the committee may have more. I 
do not know as to that. I do know, however, that we are going 
to adjourn, the committees will a.11 adjourn, and what is another 
clerk to do'? Where are the four clerks the Senator has? 

I have not any especial objection to the Senator's resolution. 
I did not object to the one ·of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
'VADSWORTH], because I know that the Military Affa.irs Com
mittee is at work all the time; but why should the Committee 
on the District of Columbia have another clerk? 

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia has a number· -Of investigations to make during the 
smnmer months. 

Mr. OVERMAl'l". I should Hke to have order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. There must be order in the gal

leries, -and no couveTsation. 
1\!r. BALL. Mr. President--
Mr. SMOOT. I will yield to the Senator for the consideration 

of the resolution providing it does not lead to any discussion 
whatever. 

Mr. LODGE. Permission was granted before we went into 
executive session. 

Mr . . SMOOT. Very '"°ell, then. 
Ur. :McKELLAR. What is the resolution? 
Mr. BALL. The resolution is to grant permission for the 

employment of my extra clerk of the Committee on the District 
of Colnmbin during the summer months. 

1\lr. McKELLAR. I have no objection~ provided the resolu
tion for investigating the street-car fares is 1permitted to be 
considered. Otherwise I shall object. 

'l'he VICE PRESID~T. There is -objection. 
REQUEST RELATIVE TO PRINTING. 

Mr. HEFLIN. llr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
permit me to ask unanimous consent respectillg a matter I had 
placed in the RECORD on yesterday? 

Mr. SMOOT. If it does not lead to any discussion. 
Mr: HEFL~. .I got permission on yesterday to have printed 

certam material m the RECORD. I ask permission to have it 
printed in 8-point type. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ortlered. 
AMENDMENT OF REVENUE ACT OF 1921. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the unfinished business is H. R. 
137TO, an act to amend the revenue act of 1921, in respect to 
capital and gains and losses, and for other purposes. It 
was discussed somewhat last night; and it was made the un
finished business, with the understanding that the senior 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. JoNES] would consider the 
bill overnight and would decide this morning as t-0 whether 
be would allow the bill to pass at this session or not. I spoke 
to the Senator in relation to its passage, and I gather from ' 
what be says that he does not feel that it is proper to allow the 
bill to pass at the present session of Congress. I ask the Sen
ator -if that is the case? 

Mr. JO!l."ES of New Mexioo. ~Ir. President, I hardly like to 
have it put that way. 1 .belieV"e that this section of the reT"enue 
law should be revised, but in the closing hours of the Congress 
I do not believe we have an opportunity to give to it the care
ful consideration which its importance demands. I believe that 
it will work an injustice. · 

During the last year the people of the country holding what 
might be termed " liquid assets, stocks, and bonds "on which they 
bad suffered losses rui.ve taken tbose losses, and in their re
turns for the year 1922 they will be entitled to deduct the- full 
amount of those losses. The taxpayers of the C-Ountry having 
less liquid assets, wbo have not b~n able oo take their losses 
through sales, will only be permitted to deduct 12i per cent 
of their net losses. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, a point of order. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point 

of order. 
Mr. l\lcCORl\fICK.. An unbroken murmur of v~ices, both on 

the floor and in the galleries, absolutely precludes hearing the 
Senator from New :Mexic.o on this side of the ChaIDber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There must be ;qutet i:n the gal
leries and Senators will please refrain f1·om audible conv.er
sation. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I realize tl1e situation here, and 
the eonfusion whlch makes it necessary to raise one's voice 
above whe.t anybody would like to do a.n-d retain the -composure 
which the importance of the sueject -demands. I sincerely hope 
that there may be less confusion in the Chamber. 

I may answer the Senator from Utah by .saying that I am 
unwilling for this bill to pass in its present f.orm. I would 
be willing to take the matter up and revise the provisions of 
the bill and adjust the situation so that it would be better than 
is provided for in existing law, but I do not believe that we 
could do that in an orderly way this morning and within the 
limited time, and I therefore suggest that the unfinished busi
ness be laid aside. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I understood the Senator cor
rectly, then, that he did not propose that the bill should be 
passed at this session <>f Congress. It would be perfectly use
less to accept an amendment to it, because it would have to go 
back to the House and there would have to be a conference. 
and there .is no .need of -spending any time in the present con
sideration of the bill under those clrcumstanees. I want to 
S3;Y, however, that at the very next session. of Congress this bill 
will be introduced not only in the House but ·in the ·senate, 
and at that time the Semrt-O:r will have ample time to bring 
forward any amendment he desires to offer to it. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I did not beaa.· or could not 
hear the Senator from Utah, but the suggestion has just been 
made that the bill does not affect any gains or losses except 
for the calendar year 1923 and future years; and next Decem
ber, when we meet, we may then take up this measure, if we care 
to .do so, and revise it so as to make it a proper measure a.nd 
to make it applicable to the incomes of 11)23, and the Treasury 
will not lose a dollar. 
· Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course tbe Senator knows 

thnt retroactive legislation affecting taxation has never been 
agreed to in the· House of Representatives, and I do not think 
it will be at any time in the future. In fact, I want to say 
to the Senator that I am opposed to -retroactive legislation ,of 
that kind. . 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. :rs not this bill retroactive? 
Mr. SMOOT. It begins the year--
?rlr. WALSH of Massachusetts. We are asked to pass a bill 

now that is supposed to be operative dating back to January l, 
1923. 

:Mr. Sl\IOOT. Beginning with January 1 of this year. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the difference be

tween passing it in December and passing it now7 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. It gives the man who 'is e9caping taxati-0n 

from this date until we pass the bill next December; if it is 
passed, to make all the money he can in selling all of his worth
less stock, in which there ls a loss made. That is the differ
ence. I say to the Senator now, and I say to the Senate, and I 
say to the country, that there will be a loss of millions and 
tens -0f millions of dollars to the Treasury of the United States 
if this bill does not pass. 

Mr. WALSEI of Jrlassachmetts. If the abuse which the Sen
ato.r refe:rs to ean take plaee until next December. it can take 
place between now and December if we pass the law. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. The Senator is wrong in that. There is no 
necessity discussing that any further. 

Mr. President, as the tbill can not pass, I am going to take a 
few moments' time on another matter. 
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CONFIR.Y..\.TIONS OF POSTMASTERS. 

:\fr. '.l'OWNSEND. Will the Senator from Utah yield to me 
to rn11ke a unanimous~onsent request? . . 

l\fr. SMoor.r. If it does not lead to any discussion, I will 
yielu. 

:\fr. TOWNSEND. Yesterday I was not able to be here, and . 
It appears there were ce1'tain nominations for postmasters from 
the State of Idaho, which were sent to the Secretary's desk, 
but Romehow or other were mislaid. There are three of them. 
I ask unanimous consent that the nominations be taken up as 
in open executive session and passed upon now, as both Sena
tor from Idaho, I understand, have agreed to them. I ask 
for .the immediate consideration of the nominations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be reported. 
Mr. MOSES. With the report of the Committee on Post 

Offices and Post Roads, I ask unanimous consent to submit the 
nomination of D. L. Hyder to be postmaster at Elizabethton, 
Tenn. 

l\f r. TOWNSEND. I ask that they be considered en bloc. 
I would like to have the names· 1·ead, so that if there is any 
objection as to any one of them 1t can be made. 

The Assistant Secretary read as follows: 
Burton D. Fox to be postmaster at Challis, Idaho, in place of E. W. 

.,KPyPs. Incumbent's commisi;:ion expir.ed September ~. 1922. . 
llildred W. Des Voignes to be postmaster at ~ary, ldttho, m place 

of B. M. Gorrie, resigned. . 
Alexander R. Wright to be postmaster at Oakes, N. Dak., in place 

of J. M. Hamill. Incumbent's commission expired Nov~mber 21, 1922. 
Daniel L. Hyder to be po tma ter at Elizabethton, 'l·enn., in place 

of D. M. Brumit, resigned. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate 
consideration of these nomination in open executive session? 
Tl1e Chair hears none. Will the Senate udvi e and consent to 
the nominations? [Putting the question.] The nominations 
are confirmed. . . . · . 

"Mr. TOWNSEND. I ask that the President be notified. 
Tlle VICE PRESIDENT. The President will be 11otified, and 

tbe Senate resumes legislative business. 
AMENDME~T OF BEYK- UE ACT OF 1921. 

::\Ir. GLASS. Mr. "Presi~eut, may L inquire of the "''enator 
from Utah if it is his purpose to pur~11e this untini.shed bu i
ness? 

:Ur. SMOOT. I want to pur·ue it unle··s there is some spe
cial reason for not doing so. 

l\lr. WALSH of l\Iassachu~ett. ·. .Mr. President--
'.rhe VICE PRESIDENT. · Doe· the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
:i\Ir. SMOOT. I yield, 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusett . Will the Senator permit 

me to make a very brief statement about this bill? 
:\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think I had better proceed 

now. 
::\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I would like to make a state-

meut about this blll. • 
:llr. SMOOT. The Senator will have time. I am not going 

to take very much time of the Senate. 
)fr. WALSH of l\1assacht1setts. · All I wanted to say was 

that I was neither opposed to nor for the bill. I bave not 
bad a chance to study it, but protests have come to me from 
financiers in my State, asking that the bill be ameblled. I 
haYe not had time to consider it. and that is the reason I am 
taking the attitude that it should go over. 

i\lr. SMOOT. I think the Senator has received the same 
p1·otests I have, and I do not wonder at the protests. coming 
from the source they do. I can show the Senate of the United 
States advertisements in the press appealing to people who 
have stocks which have decreased in Yalue, showing them 
how they can escape taxation, but if this bUl is passed they 
can not. 

:Mr. WALSH of Mussaclrnsetts. The communications wWch 
have come to me have not been in opposition to this bill, 
but have asked for amendments .to it. 

:Mr. SMOOT. Of course we can not do that at thi - se sion 
of Congress, because that would defeat the bill, on the face 
of things. 

MESS.AGE F.ROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker pro tempore 
of the House bad signed the following enrolled bllls and joint 
resolutions, and they were thereupon signed by the Vice Presi
dent: 

S. 425. An act authorizing the Attorney General of the United 
States to fix the salaries of United States attorneys and United 
States marshals of the several judicial districts of the United 
States within certain limits; 

S. 4322. An act for the relief of the owners of the barge 
Havana; 

S. 4614. An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled "An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judl· 
clary," approved :March 3, 1911; .. 

S. 3424. An act to provide for the i·eclamation of the United 
States military reservation, Fort De Rus y, Honolulu, Hawaii; 

S. 4544. An act to authorize the extension of the period of 
restriction against alienation on surplus lands allotted to minor 
members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in Oklahoma; 

S. 4594. An act to authorize the Secretary of State to acquire 
in Paris a site, with an erected building thereon, at a cost not 
to exceed $300,000, for the use of the diplomatic and consular 
establishments of the United States; 

H. R. 297. An act for the relief of Mrs. Vincenza Diminico; 
H. R. 514. An act authorizing the payment of an amount equal 

to six months' pay to Josephine H. Barin; 
H. R. 624. An act for the relief of Albert H. White, Mary E. 

Fowle1·, Lorena B. Winkl,er, E. E. White, and c: A. White; 
H. R. 745. An act for the relief of William H .. Philbrick; 
H. R.1227. An act for the relief of Frank G. Emmes; 
H. R. 12G3. An act for the relief of Charles L. McCulley i 
H. R. 2347. An act for the relief of certain homesteacl entry· 

men; -
H. R. 4653. An act for the relief of Al11e Melinda Outter

side; 
H. R. 5020· . .An act to provide for the sale by the Commis

sioners of the District of Columbia · of ce1·W.in land in the Dis
trict of Columbia acquire~ fo1· a school site, and for othe1· pur
poses; 

H. R. 6196. An act for the relief of Robert El Panforth; 
H. R. 6577. An act authorizing the conveyance of certain laml 

in the State of South Dakota to the Hobert E. Kelley Post, No. 
70, American Legion, South Dakota; · · 

H. R. 7027. An act for tlie relief of Herbert E. Shenton ; 
H. R. 7921. An act granting six months' pay to ·Alice P. 

Dewey; 
H. R. 8051. An act for the relief. of the_ Commonwealth & Do

minion Line (Ltu.) , owner of the British steam.ship Po1·t 
Pl1Wip; . 

H. R. 8221. An act for the relief of the Chinese Government ; 
H. R. 8291. An act for the relief of Trygve. Kristian ·Lode; 
Il. R. 8:>33. An act for the relief of Joe T. White; 
H. R. 8625. Ail act to provide for the cession to the Stat~ of 

Michigan of certain· public land~ in the county of Keweenaw, 
-State of :Michigan; . . . · . 

H. R. 8iU3. An act for the relief of: Harold L. McKinley ; 
H. R. 8871 . .An act for the relief of Richard Andrews; 
H. R. 8928. An act to provide for the classifi'cation of civUian 

positions within the District of · Columbia and in the fl.elU 
services; · 

H. R. 9160. An act for the relief of John Anderson; 
H. R. 9631. An act for the relief of Edward F. Dunne, jr.; 
H. R. 10022. An act for the relief of Eld1;edge & Mason, of 

Malone, N. Y. ; 
· H. R.10847. An act for the relief of Jacob Dietch; . 

H. R. 10848. An ad for the relief of Estella W. Dougherty ; -
H. R. 11528. An act to allow credits in the accounts of certa~ 

disbursing officers of the Army of the United States; 
H. R. 12033. An act to define butter and to provide a standard 

therefor; 
H. R. 12138. An act for the relief of Frank A. Jahn; 
H. R.12171. An act to grant cel1ain lands to tbe city. of Skag-

way, Alaska, for a public park; . . . 
H. R. 12378. An act granting consent of Congress to mamtam 

a bridge across the Rio Grande River; _ · 
H. R. 12584. An act for the relief of Alice Loeber ; 
H. R. 13617. An act to dissolve the Colored Union Benevolent 

Association, and for ot.her purposes; 
H. R. 13724 . .An act for· the relief of Hugh Marshall Mont-

gomery; · . · · 
H. R. 13751. An act authorizrng the Secretary of the In~ 

terior to sell and patent certain lands to Robert E. Wyche, a 
resident of Caddo Parish, La. ; 

H. R. 13903. An act for the relief of the New York State 
Fair Commission ; 

H. R. 14089. An act granting six months' pay to Harriet B. 
Castle; 
' H. R. 14183. An a ct to authorize the Secretary of the Treas
ury to sell a portion of the Federal building site in the city 
of Duquoin. Ill. ; 

H. R. 14222. An act to amend the trading with the enemy 
act; · 

H. R. 14226. An act to pre~erve the status of persons awarded 
compensation under the act approved September 17, 1916; 
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H. R. 14296. An act to authorize the county of Huron, 

State of Michigan, to convey a certain described tract of land 
to the State of ~fichigan for public park purposes; 

H. R. 14351. .An act to authorize bridging the Ohio River 
at Moundsville, W. Ya.; 

H. R. 14428. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
reconstruction, maintenance, and operation of an existing 
bridge across the Red River between Moorhead, Minn., and 
Fargo, N. Dak. ; 

H. R. 14429. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
reconstruction, maintenance, and operation of an existing 
bridge across the Red Rirnr between Grand Forks, N. Dak., 
and Bast Grand Forks, Minn_.; 

H. J. Res. 415. Joint resolution to authorize the improve
ment of the Columbia River at St. Helens, Oreg.; 

H. J. Res. 442. Joint resolution to authorize the transporta
tion to Porto Rico of a committee representing the Fourth 
Ohio Infantry, war with Spain; and 

H. J. Res. 465. Joint resolution carrying out the purpose of a 
House resolution providing for a legislative clerk to the acting 
minority leader of the House, adopted March 3, 1923. 

ADVANCE IN SUGAR PRICES. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, last Friday the junior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] had printed in the RECORD 
a circular letter signed by one i\I. Doran, an assistant secretary 
of the United States Sugar Association. Who he is, where he 
is from, no one seems to know. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
Mr. S:\fOOT. And I am going to take just a short time--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator yield? The 

RECORD shows that he ls secretary of the United States Sugar 
Association. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I have said. 
1\Ir. WALSH of i\Ia sachusetts. Does the Senator know of 

such an association? 
Mr. SMOOT. I know of such an association. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What authority has the 

Senator to say that who he is and where he comes from, nobody 
knows? 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. If the Senator will please let me proceed with
out interruption, I will tell the Senator before I get through. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator should not 
make incorrect statements. 

THE SUGAR TARIFF, 

Mr. SMOOT. Several weeks ago there was laid before me a 
closely typewritten seven-page letter bearing date of January 
26, written by the " United States Sugar Association," and ad
dressed to one of my colleagues, with the request that I have it 
analyzed. 

I found the letter full of inaccuracies, truths half told, and 
colored statements, evidently designed to mislead my colleagues. 
Failing to find in it a fair or honest paragraph, I placed the 
letter in the hands of Truman G. Palmer, who is known the 
world over-ex cathedra-as the best posted sugar man and 
statistician in America, whose statistical loose-leaf sugar publi
cation is used throughout the sugar-producing countries of the 
world, and is subscribed to by both beet and cane sugar pro
ducers. Even the seaboard refiners, who use the truth with 
such penurious frugality, admit and pay tribute to the re
liability of Mr. Palmer's sugar statistics. 

Mr. Palmer has gone over this letter very carefully, analyzing 
it from beginning to end, and furnished me with the statistical 
:figures with explanations. I ask to insert these in 8-point type 
as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows : 

hllSSTATEMENT REGARDING NEW YORK PRICE OF SUGAR SEPTEMBER 22 TO 
NOVEMBER 22, 1922. 

In the opening paragraph the pretense is made that this 
seven-page closely typewritten letter is written "for tile purposE. 
of informing you about some of the effects of the tariff on 
sngar imposed by the li'ordney-:McCurnber bill." We will en
deavor to see whether it is information or misinformation these 
people are trying to spread among your colleagues. 

The first statement of alleged statistical fact made by the 
refiners in their letter is as follows : 

"Between the date of its approval, September 22, 1922, and 
November 22, 1922, the price of raw sugar advanced from 3 
cents to 4 cents per pound, the duty-paid price of raw sugar 
from 4.78 cents to 5.78 cents per pound, and the New York 
price for refined sugar from 6.25 cents to 7 .25 cents per pound, 
or all of above exactly 1 cent per pound." 

LXIV--353 

Here is a definite statement covering three sets of quotations 
to the effect that in each case, from September 22, 1922, to :Xo
vember 22, 1922, the price of sugar in New York advanced 
"exactly 1 cent per pound." New York quotations of sugar 
are known to everyone in the trade and are open to the public 
through the pages of Willet & Gray's Statistical Sugar Trade 
Journal and various other trade publications. 

How utterly unreliable are the figures the refiners giye is 
shown by comparing them with the actual New York quotn
tions on the dates mentioned. It will be seen that in but one 
instance have the refiners stated the figures correctly, and that 
instead of there haying been an advance of "exactly 1 cent per 
pournl" it. was from three-fourths to a little over seven-eigbtbs 
cent per pound : 

New York in bond: 
Refiners' statement •••.•.••.••••••••.. _. _. 

Ne:it~~ s~;paici: ........................ . 
Refiners ..........•••....••....•• _ •...•...• 
Actual price .•........•.........•.......... 

New York price of granulated: 
Refiners ..................•..•••..•.•.•.... 
Actual price .•.•.......•••••....•....•..... 

Price of raw sugar 
per pound. 

i----.,.-----1Difference. 

Sept. 22. Dec. 22. 

Cents. 
3 
3 

,,78 
4. 77 

6.25 
6.125 

Cent&. 
4 
3.825 

ii. 78 
5.65 

7.25 
6.86 

Cent~. 
l 
. 82.5 

1 
.88 

l 
• 735 

A quarter of a cent a pound seems small, but when applied 
to the 3,237,449 tons of Cuban sugar which we con urned la "t 
year, we find that the refiners' figures are in error to the extent 
of no less than $16,000,000-on our 1922 consumption of Cuban 
sugar, and a quarter of a cent added to or taken from our total 
1922 consumption would make a difference to consumers of no 
le s than $28,000,000. 

SENATOR BBOUSSARD'S PREDICTION AS TO SIZE OF LOUISIANA CBOP. 

In the next paragraph they say : 
"This advance took place despite the fact that the Louisiana 

cane crop was being marketed continuously and tbe domestic 
beet crop was being produced and was offered the opportunity 
of coming on the market freely to prevent this advance. As the 
Louisiana crop amounted to only· 241,000 short tons, instead of 
365,000 snort tons predicted by Senator BROUSSARD during the 
course of the Senate debates, it was too insignificant to have 
any influence on prices, as our total annual consumption for 1922 
turned out to be 5,703,888 short tons." 

The difference between the actual Louisiana crop and Sena
tor BRoussARD's prediction was wholy due to an act of the 
American producers of sugar in Cuba. It was ca used in the 
following manner: 

In the summer of 1920, after the domestic beet and cane 
sugar crop had been exhausted and due to a shortage in sugar, 
the New York price of refined had risen to 12 cents per pound. 
To profit inordinately by reason of our apparent helplessness, 
the American and Cuban producers of sugar in Cuba, with 
nearly 700,000 tons of sugar in their warehouses, met in Habana, 
formed a pool, and agreed not to sell any of their product at less 
than 24 cents per pound. This forced the United States to 
scour the world for sugar and resulted in her securing approxi
mately a million tons from 50 other countries at an average 
cost of about 15 cents per pound. This displaced the market for 
that amount of Cuban sugar and left Cuba with a carry OYer 
of 1,200,000 tons in January, 1921, and the price of sugar went 
to smash, throwing the island into virtual bankruptcy, all be
cause of the rapacity of her American refining producers TI"ho 
thought they could bleed us white. 

The price of sugar went so low that Louisiana found it im
possible to finance for any but the smallest acreage, hence the 
decreased crop, all because of the attempt of the American pro
ducers of sugar in Cuba to bleed us for 24 cents per pound for 
their raw sugar at a time when we were practically out of sugar 
and their Cuban warehouses were burstl.ng with several hundred 
thousand tons for which there was no market out ide of the 
United States. In our time of need it was indeed a sordid 
return for the continuing favor we extended to Cuban sugar 
under the reciprocity treaty 20 years ago. · 

DOMESTIC FREIGHT (BEE'.r) PROTECTION, 1~ CENTS PER POUND. 

The next paragraph of the letter in question is as follows : 
"As the domestic beet production for 1922 was 691,000 short 

tons, as compared with 1,020,000 short tons in 1921 and 1,060,000 
short tons in 1920, and was therefore barely sufficient to sup
ply local consumption needs during a period of six months, 
f3ales were con.fined to local territory, so that the beet fao-



• 

CON GRESSI0N A.L RECORilJ-HEN ATE~ 

tories could add· to their price the freight protection that they 
were favored with oyer cane refineries, averaging 1~ centSl per 
pound." 

It will be news; indeed, and good! news to the beet-sugar 
manufacturers to know that theY' enjoy an· average· freight 
protection of 1f. cent per pound against Cuban sugar at New 
York. This statement should bear· the headline, "Important, . 
if true." But itis not. h."Ue: 

Some years ago the· figures were• gathered and published 
shO\Ting the weekly crurn and beet sugar quotations- in Pitts-. 
burgh, Detroit, Chicago; Kansas City, Denver, and San Fran
cisco for a period:- of. sixl years. 'lJhese tables included some 
4,000. quotations: They cover the· years 1913 to 1918. Below I 
reproduce the yearly averages of these figures, together with 
the New York averages. Quotations on the same day in the 
same markets were so wide in 1919 and 1920 as to preclude 
preparing similar· tabl~s for those years. I understand that 
quotations. for subsequent years are now in course of prepara
tion, but owing to continued unstable market conditions they 
will not form a reliable basis of comparison with normal condi
tions. 

our entire~nsumption las ylltl.r-been made from domestic beets 
and been purchased at a , like. reduction.. from the price of im
ported Cuban sugar. the · saving to our people· woulll have. 
amounted' to over $21,218,00Q 
ST.ATEME~TS OF SE~ATORS S:UOOT, NCCHOLSO:'f, TOWNSEXO., ANO GOODING 

CRITICIZED.· 

The next paragraph of tbe letter read"· as follow : 
"They (dome .. tic beet- ugar producers) tli<l not rush . in.to 

territory in which they woulcl come into competition with ugar 
refined. from Cuban cane and prev~nt this auvance; in aceo1-d
ance with the claims- that they have always done so made by. 
Senators- SMOOT, NICHOLSON, TOWNSEND, anu GooD~G--during. the 
course of the Senate debate." 

In the above and in sub~equent paragraphs where they say 
beet sugar was not offered freely and hence there- was an uu~ 
usual carry over into 1923,, the refiners would lead the reader 
to believe the doru~tic beet-sugar manufacturers were tryl.ng 
to gouge the Americnn people by ex.acting high price for their 
product, when. as a matte11 of fact their sugar were offei•ed 
freely. and e>-er bng.. of it was sold at a lower p1·ice thnn im· 
ported cane sugar was .,elling, for on.. the same· day in the. same 

A urage annual price of be.et and cane st1.gM in.-certai~ leading Unitedt States markets, market. 
1913-1918. Reference to the pages of Willett &- Gray'" Statistical Sugar 

---------.----..,.-----...,.-----'----..,..------ Trade .Joru'Ilal will di clo ·e the itruth or fal"ity of-the thought 
New· Pittsburgh. Detroit. Chicago. the refiners would convey. to rnr colleague . Please bear in. 
York- i---.,---i·---=----r----,---- mind that Chicago i the great market for beet sugar. more beet 
cane., sugat' being- marketed there than at nny other point. From 

refilled, Cane Boot Cane. Bee.t Cane Beet +1. t t• ill b fu t tl t b t 
Year. 

per- per per per per per per wiese quo a ions you w o serve, 'S , rn a .. oon us ee 
pound. pound. pound. pound. pound. pound. pound. sugars were being . produceil· they ca.me into the market freely, 

' 
Ce-nts. Cents. · Cerrt8. r Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 

1913 .. ................... 4. 278 4. 431 4. 287' 4. 401 4.316 4. 519 4. 375 

mt:::::::::~::::::::: I ~~ g~ ggl g9~ ~:~ tri! ~:~ 
1916 .... •••••••••• •• .•••. 61862. 7.04& ' 6'897 7. 077 6.-907 7.136 6. 967-
1917 .... _____ • •· .. -· •• ••• 7.663 7.855 7.437 7.914 7.468 7.726 7.523 
1918 .... .......... - • • . • • • 7. 834 8. ()()() 7. 9 7 8. 069 8. 060 8; 154 8.131 

Average .•.••..•..•...••. 6.i46f6.320 :-;m 6.3616.lsl 6.3fil 6.24{) 

not only in the markets from Chicago we t, but east to Buffalo 
and' Pittsburgh, right in the heart of the cane territo~· u uo.lly 
supplied· by seabon.i-d refiner , You al o will note that each 
advance in price was made by seaboard refiner , the beet fol
lowing but always selling at a. lower figure thnn imported cane. 
and that the advances in price were • not made bel"fm · of the 
beet but in spite of beet competition. Co11ies of Willett. &. 
Gray's weekly notices concet•nin~ · the mo"'ement of' beet sugars 
:from September. 14 to Decemben 31; 1922, the period alludec~ to 
by the refiners, are as1follows; 

Kansas City. Denvel'. Ban Francisco. MOVEMENT OF BEET SUGAR, SEPTE:">iBER 14 TO OHCEMBElR 28, 1922, AS NOT.ED 
9y, WILLETT &:c GRAY. 

Yeari cane _ Beet Cane Beet Cane Beet W. & G., September 14;, 1922; "Advices from Detroit stat& 
per per per per per per that the eastern:: beet sugar factories' new- p1·oduction will be 

ponndr . pound.t poand; paund1 pound. ponnd~ available sometime between the 1st and~ 15th of Qctober." 
-----·--------1--- • ; W. & G., September 21, 1922: "New crop beet ugars are 

CenU. Cents~ cents. Cents. cents. Cents. ofl'ered more freely, but it is too early for nctual sugars to ap-
1913... ••• ...... ••• . •••••••.. ... . 4. 97 · 4.453 4.937 4.742 4.645 4.-H9 pear· in quantity, although Great Western advises thnt they· a1·e 
19H· ............................. . s.ms. 4.9U 5.:298J s.001 4i 933· 4.737 now offering beets at the 6.15 (G.027'net cash) eaboard basis·· 
m~:::::::::::::::~::::::::::::: ~7:_-~79! r ~7.: 66dfl10. ~~~ ~~~ ~~ ::~ in-Chicago territory nnd' westward. Eastern beets are expeeted 
19lt.. ........................... _,,. s.cm 7.815' 7.461 7.314' to be· available between the 1st and 15th of Oetobe-r; Muny or 
1918_ · · ····· -· ·· · ··· · -·· ••·••·· ... ~ -. _s._2_41_ 7. 874 _s._55_9'_,__!:!!!__ _7._._75f._ the beet factories, including the Great ·western, ofl'e1~ their 
A'n'mge......................... 6.'460 5;325 6.614 6.553 6: 288 6. 126 sugars on a 30-dhy guarl:lnteed contruct, the' guarantee' apply-

ing against decline iir tlie price." New York granulated. 6:125 
B k' t net co.sh (cane): . 

y wor mg ou a general average for the entire six~yeai' w. & G., Octob~r 01 192°2 '~ "Western beet in Cl1icago terri-
period werget the following.results: tory is quoted at 6.5(h~ents (6'.370, net ca li) seaboa1·d basis." 

1 Beet higher Beet lower . 
, Cane per · Boob-per than New t~ancane 
~00 powids. 100 pounds. York cane m same 

Ne\\· York ........................ i 
Pltts:bu:rgh· .. - ................. __ _ l 
DetroiL . .... ......... ......... .. . 
Chicago .. ........................ . 

~~~~~ -~~~~ ~::::::::::::::::::::: ' 

•!in Francisco .. .................. , 

$61146 
6!320 
6.361 
6:381 
6,46() 
6.614, 
6..288 

.................... 
sa. 09.1 . 
6~015 
6.258 
6: 303 
6.52a 
6.119 

per I~ market per 
pounds. 100 pounds. 

1 $0.055 
1.131 
.112-
.157 
.377" 

1,021 
.rm 

$0.229 
.346 
.123. 
.157 
.001 · 
.169 
.186 

New York cane granulated, 6.37 cents net cash. 
W. & G., October 11, 192'2: "Accordjng• to our ad-vices from· 

Detroit, l\fichigan new crop b'eet sugarS' al'e oif~red, subject· to 
confirmation, at 6:50 cents· (6.370 net cash) seaboard IJa is, 
shipment on or- bef01·e ·October 31." New Yo1·k cane granulated, 
6.468 cents. 

W. & G., October 19, 1922 ~ '"An interesting feature during 
the week has been tlie starting up of the Ohio and l\Iichigan 
beet· sugar factories, and·whkh fnetorie are-quoting 6.80 cents 
(6.664 cents net cash) seabonrd busis, no gum.·rurtee, ~ hipment 
ill' turn, but which shipments are• expected to tart en1 ly next 
week." New York cane• granulated, 6.90 cents (-0.762 net 

I Lower than.New Yorkeane p,rice. cash). 
W. & G., October 26, 1922: " At this writing, the demand at 

It will be • seen from tlie figures above that instead of having 6.90 cents (6.762 centS: net cash) has improved materially, 
all a\·erage freight advantage· of li• cents- pel" pound as com- necessitating all" ad·rnnce of 7 cents (6.860 net cash) by; 
p:ired with ther 1'"-ew York canEt ·price; for the en~ six~year American, National, Warner, and.Atkins, and to .6.90 ( 6;762 cents 
P riod beet sugm~ old in· Pittsburgh~ Detroit, and ' San1 Fran- net cash) by Arb'uck:le; Other markets made corresponding, 
ci. co at 51- cents, 13~1 cents, and 2.7 cents, reRpectively; per 100 advances." New-York cane granulated, 6.762 cents net cash·. 
le::::i;; . than the New Y-0rk price of' suga1~ made from imported W. & G., November 2, 1922: "The same conditions applYJ to. 
Cuban raw during the• ame- period. It also will. be seen that the .domestic beet indush:y as, although many, of the· factories 
the a"erag-e frejght advantage enjoyed for sixJ years by beet ad,·anced their list prke to, 6.90 cents (6,762 ·cents net cash), 
l1g11r in1 the six: oities rnentioned r a:mounted1 to o onJ.y 7.2 cents there have been free. . offerings- at the G.8(}. cents (6.664 cents 

it"r 100 p,oands, and not $i.50' l}e'r 100, as tbe refiners· would net cash) f seaboard basis, and apparentlyrr a good business hae, 
h<we yow· colleague· believe. rt· al o· will be obser;ved. that. in t been done/' New York cai1e · granulated, 6.762 cents net cash~ 
the snme mar1.."'ets jo!Jbers· seeuredt beet sug.ar at an1 a:verage. of, W. G., November 9, 1922; "1Jhe·· ea.stern beet. sellers have 
18.-G cents'.le s- per 100 ' than the pric~ at whichr they, were · able I 'made an efl'o.rt to a'dvanC'<." their pl'foe above the- 6.8G' cents, 
to secure • cane sugar mat.le , fr.om imported Cuban. rawa... Had , I (6.664 cents net cash) seaboard, basisj and ~ the•free .- sellingr ancL 
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easier conditions of the Louisiana clarifieds and plantation from California, the crop is made in tllree to four montbs
rnarkets are also ha,·:ug their effect on the demand for refined October to January-and finds our markets already supplied 
imgar." New York cane grannlated, 6.762 cents net cash. with imported cane sugar, the refiners of which are amply nble 

\V. & G., Nm·ember 16, J 922: " Beet sugars continue un- to supply our total requirements the entire year So in order 
changetl at the 6.80 cents <6.664 cents net. cash) seaboard to induce the jobbers to break away temporarily from the re- · 
basi. · uoth east and west of Chicago, but reports from the beet- finers and handle the domestic product it is neces ary for tlle 
growing sections are becoming more favorable, and it now looks <lornl!stic producers to offer their sugar at a lower price than 
as if the impro,ed outturn recently looked for will not be cane, varying from 10 cents to as high as 4-0 cents per hundred, 
ohtained." ~ew York cane granulated, 6.762 cents net cash. the size of the reduction depending upon the amount of com-

W. & G., );"ovember 23, 1922: "We ha·rn had no new advices petition among the beet people themselyes As the domestic 
from the beet manufacturers, thefr quotation continuing to be sugar comes on the market and is o:t!ered at a lower price than 
maintained at 6.80 cents (6.664 cent8 uet cash), seaboard basis, cane, the seaboard refiners gradually reduce their prices, first 
for territory east of Chicago to Buffalo, Pittsburgh, and west 01: in the West, until finally \.Yhen their margin of profit dis
Ohicago to Rocky ~fountains." Kew York cane granulated appears they withdraw from the far West, then from ~li:souri 
6.86 cents net cash. Ri,er points, then Chicago, gradually retreating eastward until 

"'· & G., NoYemher 29, 1922: "The beet-sugar situation has the flood of domestic sugar is absorbed, \Vhen they mark up 
been . omewhat irregular, the eastern beet manufacturers appar- the price and reenter the market. 
ently being reluctant to advance, although on Monday they in- In times gone by in an en<l.eayor to crush the domestic beet 
creased their price from 6.80 cents (6.664 cents net cash) to 6.90 sugar industry by forcing it to sell at a tremendous loss they 
cents ( 6.762 cents net cash) and later advanced their list basis ha ye made their Missouri Ri\7 er price even lower than the price 
to 7.10 cents (7 cents net cash), although their last advices to us of raw sugar in New York, exhibiting a willingness to lose 
are that the 7.15 cents (7 cents net cash) price is nominal and millions themselves if they but could ruin their competitor. 
that they continue selling at 6.90 cents (6.762 cents) seaboard But as such efforts pro\ed futile. they now aim to withdraw 
hasis. The we tern manufacturers have also auvanced their when their profits reach the rnnishing point, frequently closing 
price to 7.15 cents (7 cents net cash), but if is some"·hat doubt- down their refineries until the onrush of beet sugar is over. 
ful whether they are firm at this price. Undoubtedly some REE'I'-SUGAR PRODUCERS WOULD NOT SELL PRODUCT EVEN AT HIGH PRI CES. 

i-mgars could be olJtained from them at 7 cents ( 6.86 cents net The next statement of the refiners is as follows: 
cash) and probably at the price named by the western beet- "They (the domestic beet-sugar producers) did not offer their 
sugar refiners." Xew York cane granulated 6.958 cents net product for sale freely at 7.25 cents per pound, seaboard basis, 
ash. although the price during this period (September 2~ to Decem-

W. & G., December 7, 1922: "AdYices from eastern beet cen- ber 31) in the previous year, 1921. was 5.20 cents per pound, or 
ters report a recession to the old price of 6.90 ceuts (6.762 2.05 cents per pound less. Hence they displayed no philanthropy 
cent· net cash), seaboard basis, for favorable territory, al- toward American consumers of sugar, as their Senate advocates 
though the list price was 25 points higher, and while the west- and defenders ha'e attempted to lead the public believe." 
ern beet manufacturers do not name anything belO\Y 7.10 cents The sentence above is as misleading as are those which pre
( 6.958 cents net cash), they undoubtedly are meeting the com- cede and follow it. It conveys the idea that from Sep tern her 
petition of the eastern manufacturers." ~ew York granulated 22, 1922, to December 31 , 1922. the beet-sugar producers could 
6.958 cents net cash. have secured 7i cents per pound. seaboard basis, for their sugar 

W. & G., December 14, 1922: "We ham no important advices but declined to sell at that figure. "No one knows better than 
f.rom 1-he beet-growing sections, both eastern and western beets do the refiners that the highe~t net cash New York price at 
being quoted at 6.90 cents (6.762 cents net cash)• seaboard which granulated sugar sold in 1922 was 6.958 cents and that 
basis." .. rew York cane granulated 6.958 cents net cash. under no possihle circumstances could a pound of either domes-

W. & G., DecemlJer 21, 1922: "Eastern beet manufacturers tic or imported sugar have been marketed above that basis. As 
haYe reduced their quotation from 6.90 cents (6.762 cents net ueet always sells below cane, of course "they did not offer their 
ca. h) to 6.80 cents (6.6?4 cents net cash) seaboard basis, but product for sale freely at 7.25 cents per pound." As wen say 
we haYe hea~·d no a~v1ces from the western beet producers, they did not offer it at 10 or 20 cents per pound. They stated 
who!-le,,qu0Ttat10n remams nominally 6.90 cents (6.762 cents net I a truth, but with the deliberate purpose of deceiving the reader. 
cush). :r\eK York cane granulated 6.958 cents net cash. Below are Willett & Gray's quotations for cane and beet 0'1·an-

W. & G., December 28, 1922: "Eastern beet sugars continue to ulated for the period in question: ~ 
· he quoted at 6.80 cents (6.664 cents net cash), the same as pre-

viousl;r reported from ~Iichigan, but the western manufacturers, 
for territory west of Chicago to the Rocky Mountains, have ad
vanceu their price from 6.90 cents (6.762 cents net cash) to 
6.80 cents (6.664 cents net cash), all beet quotations seaboard 
ba. ·is." Xew York cane granulated 6.86 cents net cash. 

TARDY SALES OF 1922 BEl<>T·SUGAR CROP. 

Tl!.e next paragraph of the letter is as follows: 
" Ordinarily the domestic beet-sugar factories aim to dispose 

of two-thirds of their production between October 1 and Jan
uary 1, as the prices then are generally higher than later when 
the Cuban and Porto Rican crops come on the market in large 
Yolume. But this year they have not disposed of one-quarter 
of tl1eir crop up to the 1st of January, and hence there is a 
carry over of domestic beet sugar into 1923 of 450,000 tons." 

A.s with other statements of the refiners, the above is untl'Ue. 
As shown by the monthly sugar reports of the Census Bureau, 
to .January 1, 1923, there bad been produced 683,603 tons of 
domestic beet sugar, and of the new crop there had been sold 
258,111 tons, or 37. 7 per cent and not less than 25 per cent, as 
:stated by the refiners. 

Their statement that "ordinarily" the beet sugar people aim 
to do this or do that is in error. The marketing of sugar, like 
that of all other staple crops, is a mere matter of merchandis
ing coupled with financial ability. Some of the weaker com
panies are compelled to rush their sugars to market as soon as 
made, regardle-s. of the prerniling price, while others are able 
to bold their prouuct if they so elect. Or one guesses that the 
market is going up and markets leisurely, while another guesses 
tbat the market is going down and markets rapidly. All try 
to sell to best ad,antage but for the following reasons do
mestic sugar always sells for a lower price than sugar made 
from foreign i·a w : 

The normal beet sugar crop of the United States is sufficient 
to supply our requirements for le ·s than three months Aside 

New York Beet granu
price, gran- lated, "N" ew 

ulated. York basis. 

Cmts. Cents. 
Sept. 14.... .. . . .... ....... .. ....... ........... ..... ... . ... 6.125 ........... . 

~~~?~ ·.::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : ...... 6." 370. 6
' 
027 

Oct. 5 ...•..•.. -······ .•.••••••••.••.•••.•••.••••.......•.••••............... ·1i.·3'~0 

g~t g:::: :::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~::~~ .... ~. -~--~'.~ 
Oct.16.................................................... 6.762 .......... . . 
Oct.19........ ..• .. •.•. •... ..•.• •• ••... .••.•. .• ..... .•.... .•. • . . . . . . . . 6. 664 
Nov.23................................................... 6.860 ........... . 
Nov. 27 ••••• _. •••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• .•••••••••••• ••• 6. 958 •••••..•...• 
Nov. 29 ............................................. -- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6. i62 
Dec. 26. ·············--··-·-·············-··· .. ···•·•·•··•• 6.86 •••......... 
~:~: ~: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : •••••• 6." 86. · 1 ....... ~-. ~~ 

As to philanthropy, no one claims to be actuated by philan
thropic motives in disposing of bis prOduct, be it sugar or po
tatoes. They all get what they can in the open market. It 
is. a '' bogy man " the refiners set up to knock down. I have 
heard or read every sugar speech which has beeen delivered 
in both Houses of Congress for the past 20 years and do not 
recollect that any advocate of the domestic industry has been 
so foolish as to attribute philanthropic sentiments to the do
mestic manufacturers in the sale of their product It is a 
clumsy attempt to ridicule the intelligence of Members of the 
Senate who are patriotic enough to defend the domestic in
dustry and try and save it and the people from the machinations 
of refining and Cuban enemies. 

The saving to the American people by reason of having es
tablished a domestic sugar industry comes not from philan
thropy but because of the competitive conditions which Congress 
has established through levying such import duty as enables the 
domestic sugar industry to live and by competition prevent the 
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refiners and othe1· American producers of sugar in Cuba from 
practicing extortion. 

Philanthropy does not enter into the equation. It is purely a 
matter of national policy. And speaking of national policy; as 
I already ha•e stated, either Cuba or the United States can 
produce our entire sugar upply. The question is, is it best for 
and safer for the American people to import our sugar from 
Cuba or produce it at home. We recently have passed 
through an illuminating experience which furnishes good 
ground on which to base logical conclusions. If we admit that 
dome tic producers if given a chance would be as grasping as 
the producers of sugar in Cuba have proven themsel'res to be, 
we must not owrlook the fact that our antitrust laws forbid 
dome ·tie producers forming pools, combinations and selling 
agreements by which extortion might be practiced and that 
th e laws can not reach tbe producer of sugar in Cuba. 

All through the war, the United States Government by agree
ment with domestic sugar producers, fixed the maximum price 
at which their product could be sold, the price ranging from 
H cents for the 1917 to 9 cents for the 1918 crops. To prevent 
e.rce ·sive extortion on the part of producers of sugar in Cuba, 
the United States GoYernment purchased the entire Cuban 
1917-18. crop at more than double the price per pound they 
received for their 1914 crop. The following year we purchased 
their crop at an advance of 170 per cent a.bo-re the price they 
received in 1914, The next year they offered us their crop at 
a price representing uu increase of 220 per cent above wbat 
the• receh'ed in the open market for their 1914 crop and we 
declined to purchase. 

What wauld have happened to us had we not purchased their 
1917 and 1918 crops at a fi..x:ed price,. uod what would happen 
to us at any time in the future should a sugar shortage con
frou t us~ can be judged by what these worthy philanthropists 
tried to put O\er on us in 1920, following our decline to pur
clm e their 1919. crop. Because of tbe sugar sl10rtage in June, 
19::!0, refined granulated .. mgar ,:;old in New York at 9.9 to 13.72 
ceuts per pound. Cuban warehouses were bulging with between 
600,000 and 700,000 tons of raw sugar and OU!' sugar bins were 
empty. The e philanthl'Opic AmerL'an producers of sugar in 
Uuoa, who bad fattened on the bigh p1·ices we had paid them 
for theu· last two crops, thought they saw a ch-ance to get any 
figure they might fix for their WQ_rel1oused 600,000 tons of 
sugar. Ho, takiog advantage of our apparent helple ness and 
dependency upon them. they met in Ha0ana on June 30, 1920, 
and formed a pool, under the terms of which the~· agreed not 
to .._,en us a pound of raw sugar at les th.an 24 cents, or about. 
twice tlie price that. granulated then wa~ selling for in New 
York. 

By . couring the world for sugar and bl"inging In a little from 
each of 5(}. dill'erent ~tries, we managed to secure some 
974.000 ton at an average price of about 15 cents per pound 
and so breke the pool, but at what a co:st to the American 
people! Cuba 'bled u~ for $669,000,000 for our 1920 purchases 
of ugar, and altogether om· uga.r import. in that year- cost 
us the enormous sum of $970, 767,339, a sum sufficient to erect 
ancl completely equip five hundred and forty 1,000-ton beet-suga1· 
plants with an annual producing capacity of five and one-half 
million tons of sugar, requiring 48,000.000 tons. of beets, which 
at $6. per ton would yield Aruerican farmers $288,000,000 a 
year. Yet tlie refiners who own the bulk of the sugar industry 
of Cuba would have us abandon the home industry and leave 
the American people to their tender mercies. 

ECO. O~ICA.LL.Y ABS.t;Rl).....STATlilMll·:ST OJI' SENA.TOR SMOOT. 

They say: 
·' The above development are the practical answers to the 

claims that the tar-if[ does not increase the prices, and tbat 
th€ influences of the tariff-favored domestic beet a.nu Louisiana 
cane-sugar production always brings about a decline in prices. 
You will reeall the graphic set of statistics that Senator SMOOT 
exhibited in the Senate Chamber during his speech on· August 
1, 1922, attempting to how tl1at \"\'heue,rer· the tariff on sugar 
wa increased the {H"ice of ugar declineu, and whenever the 
ta.riff on sugar was reduced the- price of sugar advanced. These 
statements were furnished him by Truman G. Palmer, secretary 
aud treasurer of the Unitecl States Sagar l\Ianufacturers' As
sociation-the beet-sugar lol>by at Washington-and were eco
nomically absurd. If, as a matter of fact, the price of sugar 
increa.sed when th& tariff wa reduced, Senator SMOOT and 
other high-tariff advocate sl.10uld have fought for free instead 
of an increa e in the tariff. This is the inevitable logic of such 
a position." 

The- refiners again do not tate the truth. It is simply 
another misstutem nt made in an endeavor to make me appear 
riuiculous ancl illogical The statement made, based on the sta-

tistics in question, w·as that whenfier the Cuite<l States duty was 
increased on sugar, the New York in-bon<l price of raw ~·ugar 
declined, and whenever the duty wa lowered, tb _Tew York 
in-bond price of raw sugar advanced. As regurtls the price 
of refined sugar, the figures, as printed in my ..;pee h in the 
CoNGRESSIO~AL RE ORD of August 7, 19:!~ p. 1101~), plainly 
showed that there was an increose in the New York whole ale 
price of refined when the duty was inceased, and that when the 
duty was reduced there was a reduc ion in the price of refined, 
but that only a portion of the differenee in the rate of duty 
was reflected in the price of refined. 

The whole point of my argument wa that the foreign pro
ducer absorbed the larger portion of the increase in duty and 
appropriated the larger portion of the reductions in duty. The 
figures showed that when the duty was reduced by the Wil ~on 
bill, the importers and refiners appropriated 76.3 per cent of 
the reduction ; that when the duty was increased by the 
Dingley bill the importer and refiners absorbed 58.3 per cent 
of the increased duty; that when it wa reducetl br the uban 
reciprocity treaty the importei:s and refiners appropriated 61..J 
per cent of the reduction, and. that when it again wa · reduced 
by the Underwood bill the l'efiners and import& appropriated 
54 per cent of the reduction. 

In other \Yords, on three occasions, when we ha\e lowered 
the duty, the refiners have stolen 76.3 per cent, 6L4 per cent, 
and 54 per cent of the benefits which. were intendeu shou1'\ 
go to the people, and on the one occasion, when you iucrea..; d 
the duty, the refiner · and importers paid 58.3 per cent of the 
increase through lowel'ing the in-bond price of rar sugar and 
lowering the refiners' margin between raw and refined. 

PRIC.E Oll' SUGAR DECLil\"ES 8.EC4UBll Oi' EAJ't.LX PROD'CCTIO~ IN CUBA. 

The next paragraph uf the refiner's letter is a follow. : 
"There was no relief from this. advance until December 

14, 1922, when duty-paid raw sugar declined to 5.67 cent per 
pound and New York refined to 7.10 cent· per pound which 
was entirely due to the inftuence of the new ul.l.:tn cane er p. 
The campaign in Cuba opened on No,·eml>e-r "27. in ur ... ~, as 
compared with December 7, 1921, and twiee a many ugar 
mills were in operation in 1922 as. there were in 19::!1, as a result 
of which 300,000 tons of raw sugar were produced in Cuba 
up to the 1st of January, as compared with none in 1921, and 
150,000 tons of this new crop reached the local mat·kets and 
brought about a decline." 

According to Willett & Gray, the New York pri e of 9GG 
raw sugar on October 30, 192!!, was 5.53 cents per pound, N<>
vember 15 it reached 5.78 cents, and on December 14 it dropped 
back to 5.53 cents this being the decline which the refiners 
would have your colleague belie\e was attributable to the ea1·1v 
campaign in Ou.ba resulting in the produetion of 300,000 ton·~ 
of which 150,000 ton had been shipped and had " reached the, 
Ioe--al mark"0ts and brought about the decline." of December 14. 
This is stilt further from the truth than even the refiners 
usually get, especially where th~ falsity of their figures is so 
easily proven. Instead of Cuba haviug commenced grinding 
early and having produced 300,000 ton , of which 150,000 tons 
had " reached the local markets and brought about the decline " 
of December 14, Cuba on December 16 had made but 59,3-14 tons, 
of which onty 18,202 tons had reached her shipping ports anti 
only 4,571 tons had been loaded and sllipped. Even this infini .. 
tesimal amount still was afloo.t and had not "reached the local 
markets and brought about the decline" of December 14. 
Please refer to Willett & Gray of Deeember 21. page 622, where 
you will find th~ following table: 

Oullan praauction---19?.!-~ crop. 
Ton. 

AU centrals to Dec. 16 19-22, partially estimated (less Cubnn 
consumption to date)--------~------------------------- 59, 34-1 

Stock, 1922-23 crop sugars at sbippiag ports _________ 13, 631 
Total e·xports, 1922--23 crop sugars__________________ 4, u71 

Total receipts at shipping ports, 1922-23 crop sugars __ 18, 203 

Stock 1922-23 crop sugars on plantations nnd· in transit_ 41, 142 

That 4,571 tons of Cuban sugar " afloat " omewhere between 
New York and a Ouban port would drive the i.'"ew York market 
down a quarter of a cent a pound is absurd, indeed, ·when one 
considers that our an~rage consumption la t year amounted 
to 15,616 tons a day for e•ery day in the year, and thi little 
dab of sugar would last us for a little le ·s than 5 hours anfl 
30 minutes. Even the entire amount of sugar on Cuba's docks 
at that time was less than a 24-hour supply for the United 
States. And if the production of such a small quantity of 
sugar in Cuba would so greatly affect the ~~ew York uga.r 
market, why fail to mention Louisiana production? The New 
Orleau receipt._ of new Cl'OP LouLi:ma sugars on December 1;') 
amounted to 65,885 tons, wllich is nearly fi•e tim~s as mucb 
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, ugnr received at one lJnlted States port as had arrived at 
all the ports of Cuba. Of this Louisiana sugar, 58,419 tons had 
b en . old, or more than twelve times the amount of sugar that 
had been shipped from Cuba on the same date. 

As the refiners adroitl~· weave in another date, that of De
cember 30. although the decline was on December 14, let us see 
if Cuba even then had produced 300,000 tons, of which 150,000 
tons had " reaehe<l the local markets and brought about the 
decline" of December 14. By referring to Willet & Gray, De
cember 30. Cuba had only produced 190,127 tons, of which only 
77.778 tons bad reached a shipping port. and that of this only 
40.907 tons, or less than a three days' United States supply, 
had been shipped. 

Ot1ban p1·oduction, 192Z-fS crop. 
Tons. 

All centrals to Dec. 30, 1922, putly estimated ______________ 190, 127 
Less Cuban consumption to date-----------------------------------

190, 127 
Tons. 

Stock 1922-23 sugars at :c::bippfng ports _____________ 36. 871 
Total expor~s 1922-23 crop sugars _________________ 40, 907 

Total receipt at shipping ports 1922-23 crop sugars________ 77, 778 

Stock 1922-23 crop sugars on plantations in transit to ports __ 112, 349 

Comment on the falsity of the refiners' statement and the 
absurdity of their contention would seem to be unnecessary. 

If it were true that such a small amount of Cuban production 
cau ed the decline of December 14, bow is it that on February 
10, 1923, when Cuba had produced 1,035,259 tons of new-crop 
sugar, the ~ew York in-bond price of sugar, as stated in press 
dispatches, had reached "the highest level in almo~t two years"? 
The refiners knew that the decline of December 14 was in 
no wise attributable to Cuban production. 
PORTO RICO ALSO A CO~TRIBC'IORT CAUSE TO DECLINB IN THB PRIC~ OF 

St:GAR. 

The refiners next set forth at considerable length the various 
downward fluctuations of raws on the New York market, and 
conclude the paragraph with: 

"These further declines were due to the combined influences 
of the Cuban and Porto Rican receipts of new-crop sugars and 
the large carry over of domestic beet into 1923." 

I already have alluded to the slim production of Cuban sugar 
prior to January 1. ~ow the'y attempt to give Porto Rico a 
part of the credit for the decline. Inasmuch as the monthly 
census report on sugar recef\ed by the refinerie ~how that our 
refiners recei,-ed only 11,631 tons of Porto Rican sugar during 
the month of November and only 77 ton in December, Porto 
Rican sugar was not much of a factor in bringing about a de
cline. Wby give Porto Rico's little 11.700 tons cretlit for bring
ing about the decline and withhold credit from Louisiana, 
which. according to the Census Bureau, during the same 
montbs-Xowmber and December-supplied the refiners with 
92,549 tons of raw sugar? And how. in the same breath that 
they credit the decline to exaggerated production and sales of 
Cuban and Porto Rican sugars, can they credit it to " the large 
carry o•er of dome tic beet into 19~3 "? I fail fo get the logic 
<Jf their reasoning. 

SAN FRANCISCO PRICES ALWAYS 40 TO ~ POI.'TS A.BOVIii NEW YORK. 

The next paragraph of the refiners' letter is as follows : 
"The advances and declines referred to above were relatively 

the same throughout the country, as all sugars are sold upon 
the New York price plus the freight charge. The exception 
1s the Pacific coast. The San Francisco prices of sugar are 
always as much as 40 points, and frequently as much as 50 
points, above New York '}notations, although all s11gar enter
ing the port of San Franci co is duty free and nearly all 
entering the port of ~ew York is subject to duty. The Pacific 
<'oast sugar lntere ts are in a position to exact this premium 
f1·om consumers of their own refinery at Crockett, Calif., and 
r fine all of their raw product there, and the balance of the 
Hawaiian raw-fmgar production i controlled by John and 
Adolph Spreckels. who own the Western Sugar Co., located in 
San Francisco, and be~ides control one-half of the beet-sugar 
production of California. Owing to this kind of monopoly and 
prohibitive freight rates against Ouban cane refineries, they 
charge their consumers as much more as they feel they will 
submit to without protest, which average about one-half cent 
per pound oYer the l\e"W York prices." 

There are several misstatements of fact in the paragraph 
quoted abo•e. The Ertatement that " San Francisco prices of 
sugar are always as much as 40 points, and frequently as much 
as 50 points, abo•e New York quotations, although all sugar 
enterin"' the port of San Francisco is duty free and nearly all 
entering the port of New York is subject to duty" is untrue. 

As stated above, for six yea.rs I gathered and published the 
weekly sugar quotations for a number of American citie , in
cluding New York and San Francisco. The yearly a-\·erages 
for these two cities, as published in Concerning Sugar, are as 
follows: 

San San 
Fran- Fran-

New cisco Cisco 

York San San cane beet 
Fran- Fran- com- com-

Year. 
cane, cisce cisco pared pared gmnu- cane beet with mtb la ten, per 100 per 100 New , ew per 100 pounds. pounds. York York pounds. cane cane 

per 100 per 100 
pounds. pounds. . 

1913 .•• -·······-···--·-·-······. $4.278 M.645 $4. «9 $0.367 S0.171 
191•. -·· ····-·- •. -· ·- ·- .••• - •••. 4.683 4.933 4. 737 .250 .OM 
1915. ·- · - -- . -· -- . - ..... -· .•••••• 5.559 5.850 5.635 .291 .076 
1916. ······-·····-·--···-··-·-·· 6.862 i.061 6.865 .199 .003 
1917 ...••••...•.•..... -··· ·----· 7.663 7.461 7.314 1.202 1.349 
1918 .. ·-·············-·······-·· 7.834 7. 777 7. 754 l. 057 I.OW 

Average. __ . _ • _____ •...••. . .•.. 6.146 6. 288 6.126 .141 I . 021 

1 Less than New York price of imported cane refined. 

From· the figures above it will be seen that only once Jn 
six years did the price of cane sugar in San Francisco average 
as much as 36.7 cents per hundred higher than the New York 
cane granulated price-and for the six-year period it averaged 
but 14.l cents per hundred higher than the New York price. 
As to the San Franct co price of domestic beet sugar, it will 
be seen that in no year did it average more than 17.1 cents 
higher than the New York price of cane, that one year it 
averaged 34.9 cents under New York, that for three of the 
six years it was below New York, and that for the six-year 
period it averaged but 2.1 cents higher than the New York 
price of granulated, made from Cuban raws. So the statement 
that " The San Francisco prices of sugar are always as much 
as 40 points and frequently as much as 50 points above New 
York quotations" is without foundation in fact and the charge 
of extortion on the part of John and Adolph Sp:reckels falJs 
to the ground. 

Incidentally the refiners, while accusing the Spreckels mth 
extortion as owners of the Western Sugar Refining Co., failed 
to mention the fact that an even 50 per cent of . the stock 
of that company is and has been owned for years by the 
American Sugar Refining Co., the Sugar Trust, which thereby 
is and has been a full participant in any extortion practiced. 

Furthermore, the refiners say the Spreckels .. control one
half of the beet-sugar production of California and because ot 
their monopoly they charge their customers as much as they 
feel they will submit to without prote t, which averages about 
half a cent pe1· pound over the New York prices." I haYH 
already shown tl'lat for six years they averaged to charge 
their customers 2.1 cents per hundred less than the _ ~ew 
York refiners charged theirs and as for their controlling one 
half of the domestic beet output of California, they own and 
operate 2 of the 11 operating beet-imgar factories in tl1at 
State with one-third the slicing capacity of the State. 
BEET-SUGAR PRODUCERS SHARE NO PORTION 01' 'r.ARill"I' nEr-"EFITS WITH 

BEET GROWERS. 

They say: 
" During the last two years the tariff protection to the 

domestic beet-sugar factories bas been increa ed 76 per cent. 
Have they shared any of this increase with the beet-sugar 
farmers? A comparison of prices paid by them to farmers 
for sugar beets in 1919 and 1920, under a tariff rate of 1 cent 
per pound, with 1921, under a tariff rate of 1.60 cents per 
pound, and 1922, under a tariff rate of 1.76 cents per pound, 
will disclose." 

And again: 
"The beet factories have monopolized all of the tariff subsidy 

and shared none with the beet farmers. As a matter of fact, ac
cording to the statistics of the Department of Agriculuture, 
the United States average price paid beet farmers by beet fac
tories during the whole period of the Underwood-Simmons bill, 
under a tariff rate of 1 cent per pound, 1914-1920, inclusive was 
$8.2857 per ton, and the average price paid in 1921, uncler a 
taritI rate of 1.60 cents per pound, was $6.32 per ton, and in 
1922, under a tariff rate of 1. 76 per pound, was $5.65 per ton, 
or an average of $2.30 per ton less during the last two year. __ " 

A more misleading statement than tbe above scarcely could 
be made. In several long paragraphs which follow, the refiners 
express great concern for American farmers, wbom tbey claim 
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secure none of the aclva11tage.s of protection to dome tic sugar, 
all of which adrnntag·es they claim are approprin.ted by and 
inure . ·olelr to the l>euefit of the hert-sugar manufacturers. To 
one who knows, in 110 ])lace jn their letter is the cloYen hoof 
of the refiners morn apparent than in the argument they make 
to support tlds contention. 

In an endearnr to substantiate theie assertion they set forth 
the figures covering the price of beets for tl1e four-~·enr period 
1919 to 1922. They do 1ot allude to the fact that, due to the 
war, the price paid for beet"' in 1910 and 1020 was a hitherto 
unheard-of price-$11.74 and $11.63, respectively-nearly double 
the normal price, aml fot• 1922 they take the "preliminary" 
payments-so stated distinctly by the Department of Agricul
ture iu its mimeograph report-and girn these a. though they 
·were all the farmers were to get. Then, to make lt avpem· that 
the farmer does not participate in the benefits of tile tariff on 
sugar, they compare the abnormally high prices tlle farmers 
recefred in consequence of tlte war, when the duty was lower, 
with the partial payment~ the farmers had received on tlteir 
1922 crop when the duty was higher, not taking or being able 
to take into account the additional millions of dollars which the 
farmers wlll receive when the Hl22 crop of sugar silall haYe 
been sold and tlle factory managements are able to figure the 
sums which are due them. 

To illustrate: The refiners give foe average price of beets in 
1922 as $5.50 per ton in Idaho and $5.08 in Utah. Referring 
to the Janua1·y, 1922, issue of the Reclamation Re1~ord. issued 
by tbe Department of the Interior (p. 4) , we find this pnra
graph: 

<; Wlth this bonus growers will hnva received $6.25 per ton 
for their beets, with additional bonuses in prospect. Reali;r,ing 
that the bonus to the grower;:; will be more than tlli' amount, 
the company-Amalgamated Sugar Co.-declared tlll: dividend 
to all the growers in Idaho and lJtall, although a grea tel' part 
of the sugar made from the beets is still unsold." 

vYe know the 1922 tonnage of these two States wa smaller 
than in 1921, but, as I lrnve not the complete data covering it, 
will a~sume for the puepose of illustration that the tonnage 
was the same in both years. On thi · basis the refiner:;: would 
ha"Ve your colleagues beliern that the total amount which has 
been 01' wm be paid to tah farmers for their 1.152,000 tons 
of beets is $G.08 per ton, or :5,8G2,160, and that all the farmer· 
of Idaho will receive for their 380.000 tons of beets is $5.50 
per tou, or $2.090,000, a total of $7,942,160 to the farmer· of 
botll 'tates, wllereas, a will be seen by the quotations aboYe, 
they already have been paid $6.25 per ton, or $!J/i75,000, an 
exce~·s of $1,632,840, and, as stated by the Ileclamatiou Record, 
tllere are "additional bonuses jn prospect." If tlle refiners' 
figures are as inaccurate fol' the balance of the State::; as they 
are for Utah, they have understated the payments to farmers 
by mu re than ., 0,000,000. 

A. · for the future, the high prices which in the late winter 
of 10~0-21 tlle factories contracted to pay for beets to lJc 
delhered in the fall of that year when sugar had d1·opt>ed from 
7 and 8 cents to 4.'i to G cent per pound all but rninecl most 
of the domestic beet-sugar producers, and to prevent a recur
rence of such a calamity still more of the new beet contracts 
are bejng based directly on the price of sugar, while in othe1· 
case- the farmers receive a percentage of the factory's re
ceipts from the sale of its sugar. So the beet grower is as 
vitally interested in the tariff and its effect on the price of 
sugar as is tile manufacturer himself. 

A.: a basis upon which to predicate i·eliable figures, the ac
tual figures for normal years must be taken. and if this be 
done' "·e fiml that the farmers have fared better with beets 
than with almost any other crop they prouuce. 

The domestic beet-sugar industry was created. through the 
enactment of the Dingley tariff bill in 1897, at which time 
we harl but a half <lozen struggling little factories. The 
Dingley blll leYied a duty of 1.68! cents a pound on $)6-degree 
raw sugar and development of the industry commenced imme
diately. In 1800 we had 30 factories in operation and the 
United States Department of Agriculture collected and pub
lished figures covering tile whole industry, including tlle averag-e 
price paid to farmers for brets. Unforhmately the depart
ment failed to give these figures for 1920, el~e I wonhl u::;e an 
average, say, for a 5-year period. ..ilso for fl nnmber of 
years prior to 1911 the figures are "estimated." The ·world 
War intluenced lll'ic:es from 1916 on, for wbich reason these 
figures are worthless aR a ba~·is of comparison. 'Iliis leaYes 
the 5-,vear period 1911-1915 which can be m;ed with !"afet:v, and 
as 18UO was a normal crop year, I will compare it with this 
o-year veriod (see E-3! "Concerning Sugar"). 

The a rnrage price paid per ton of beets h1 1890 was $4.39 
and the average yield was 5.87 tons per acre. '.fhus the 

farmer ' average return was $2.).77 pN nrre of lwel -. ~rown. 
In the G-year period 1911-1915 tlle aTerage pri ·e paid the farmer 
for beets was $t).63 per ton, an increase of ~8.2 per cent in 
the price of beets, notwithstanding the fad tllat during the 
same period the price of ·ugar made from those beets had d<'
cl lned 15 per cent. But this is not the only increase securl'tl 
by the farmers. As a direct result of the tea.chin!? giyen the 
farmers by highly trained and experienced agriculturists which 
are uniYersally employed at heavy expense by the beet-sug:u 
companies, they averaged to produce 10.50 tons of beets per 
acre during this 5-year period, an increase in tonnage or 
78.8 per ceut. Dne to the increase in tonnage and the increase 
In the price per ton, the farmers' returns per acre rose from 
. 25.77 in 1800 to an aYerage of $59.12 during 1!>11-1915, an iu
crease of J W.4 per cent on his reh1rn per acre. 

Speaking of the influence of factory agricultural staffs in re
sporn,:e to a Senate resolution the late Secretary of .:\grkulture 
Wilson told you (see S. Doc. No. 22, 61st Cong., 1st sess.): 

"EYery sugar factory management in this country must 
necessarily- call to its aid u thoroughly scientific and practical 
agrlculturlRt, and under him a corps of assistants equipped ~nd 
conversant not only with cultlvating sugar beets but familiar 
with methods of culture, fertilization. drainage, rotation. arnl 
all the necessary knowledge to produce successfully nil lducls 
of crop indigenous to the particular locality. Tilis agricul
turist and his assistants are com;;tantly traveling over the ·ugar
!Jeet-protlucing district of this particular factory advHng farlll
ers particularly in the growth of sugar beet. nnd geuerall.1 in 
the production of all other crops. Tlley are a ruueh interc. ted. 
incidentally, in the handling of the land; pl'o1lucing other c-ropl':l 
as they are particularly the one in charge. It is thei-:e otl1er 
lands tllat will produce sugar beets next year. 

"A sugar-factory district is an 'extension course' in ugricul
ture to eyery farmer in the district, whether he be growing sugar 
beets or not. It could not be conceived, with such influence· 
constautly in operation, that the sugar inclustr:v is not exerting 
a potent influence most favorable in production of all crops." 

As a direct result of this training and tile introduction or 
sugar beets in the rotation, the farmers' a\crage yields of all 
other crop. grown iu the rotation bave increased a followR: 
iorn, 29.81 per cent; wheat, 40.87 per cent; oats, f>0.49 p r <'ent: 

barley, 36.88 per cent; :rnd other crQpR in proportion. Ina. -
much a8 the ayerage farmer 'grow three to tive time · the 
acreage to tl1ese other cropR that he doer; to beets, tlie moue)' 
lle recein's from the ..,ale of this excess amounts to rno1·e than 
it costs him to produce the beet . 

With improved cultural methodi:i, brou~ht nhout by tho rt<.hi<·e 
gfren farmers by the factories' corps of skilled agricultmistR. 
ha come an Improvement in both sugn.r content and purity of 
the beets, and this. together with improved factor.v equipment. 
has re ulte1] in enabling the factories to extract 58 pounds more 
sugRr to H ton of beet~ than they did in 18~!l. It i. bec·an <' or 
this that the factories have been eunblerl to pay a higher pt·tce 
per ton. 

Compn re, if you will, the incret\se of 129.4 per cent iu rash 
yield per acre on beets with the iucreaRe for Rarnr period in 
the cash yield per acre from any othel' important crop the 
farmer grow and you will find no such phenomena! increase in 
the farmers' returns per acre. And this notwithstan<ling the 
fact that in such cases as wheat flour and corn meal, wl1ere, as 
with beets, the farmers' products are worked over by nn inter
mediary before they reach the consumer, tlle consumer is pay
in~ hl~her and higher prkes for these other finished products 
while paying lower and lower prices for sugar. F1·orn 1 D9 to 
1913 the price of sugat· declined 15 per cent. while tlle price 01' 
wheat flour increased 27 per cent nncl the price of corn meal 
51 per cent. 

BEET FA.CTORIES i\CISL'EJAD THE FAR)fER. 

It is surprising how much the refiners would liave your 
colleagueg believe they know about the intricacie. of the 
variable beet contracts made in 17 different States when com
pared with how little they have been shown to know, or 
rather, to tate, concerning their own industry. It Hl~o is 
. urpri.'ing to note the flood of crocodile tears which they shecl 
over tbe beet farmers and American consruners in general. 
They say: 

" The beet factories rni::.ilead the beet farmer by the form 
of contrnct they induced them to accept in 1921 and 19:!2. 
In ge1wral. it was a minimum of $5 per ton for beets averngiug 
15 per cent content of sugar, with an increase of $1 pel' tun 
fol' each l cent per pound that the fa.ctorieR a veragell for the 
Rale of its refined product for these years extending from Octo
ber to October. The profit of the factory for each 1 cent per 
pound increase averaged about $2.70 per ton of !Jeets, while 
they paid the farmer $1 of this amount, and the whole amount 
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was extorted from the consumers by reason of this increase. 
The factories, therefore, do not stand to lose and the consumer 
Is the victim. in any event, but as the priees of sugar happened 
to be quite low in 1921 and the greater part of 1922, the farm
ers did not benefit by this form of contract and actually raised 
their crops at a loss.n 

The refiners have experienced no little difficulty in deceiving 
your 96 Members, and to credit the beet-sugar producers with 
ability to deceive some eighty-five to ninety thousand American 
sugar-beet farmel'S of more than average intelUgence is to 
credit them with a very superior ability indeed. 

That American sugar-beet farmers, in common with domes
tic and foreign producers of sugar, were disappointed in their 
decreased returns brought about by the breaking of the 24-cent 
Cuban pool created by American producers of sugar in Ouba, 
goes without saying. The rapacity of these Cuban producers 
all but wrecked everyone in the world who had anythlng to 
do with sugar. Their confidence in their ability to bleed us 
might be likened to the Kaiser's confidence that he could whip 
the world. 

They say: 
"The profit of the factory for each 1 cent per pound in

crease averaged about $2.70 per ton of beets, while they paid 
the farmer $1 of this amount, and the whole amount was 
extorted from the consumers by reason of this increase." 

The statement is worse than ridiculous. The average United 
States extraction of sugar from beets in 1921-22 was 275.2 
pounds; thus an increase of 1 cent per poun4 In the price would 
amount to $2. 75 on a ton of beets; and of this amount the 
refiners say $2.7Q was "profit," $1 'Of which went to the farmers. 
On this basis it costs our beet factories only 5 cents to transport 
a ton of beets from farm to factory, unload them, run them 
through the factory, put the 275 pounds of resultant sugar in 
sacks, and transport 1t to destination. If the refiners have any 
technical man who can accomplish such results, be can name his 
own salary. To show the utter absurdity and maliciousness of 
the refiners' statement, the sacks .alone cost ·about ten times that 
amount. 

You can not fool the American far.mer or compel him to grow 
beets if be "Chooses to devote his 'fields to <>the-r crops. In Cuba, 
where they hane~t from 15 to as hleC1h as 00 crops from the 
same roots without replanting, cane is an agricultural jugger
naut which -crushes out all other forms of agriculture. You 
can not -compel an American farmer to _grow beets for his board 
and clothes, or retain an American laborer, if you give him only 
"grub checks," but in Cuba, where clothes are not neeued, as 
anyone knows who has seen innumerable stark-naked children 
playing in the str~ts <>f the island, -wh~n the -crash came and a 
moratorium for the island was proclaimed, J)ress dispatches 
stated that mill owners announced that cash payments had 
ceased for the present and they would pay only 1n "store 
checks," thus saving themselves from banK:ruptey and bringing 
about a speedy recovery, at the expense of the Cuban farmer 
and laborer. 

HAWAlIAN SUGAR COMP.A.NIES •• CAPITALIZTNG T.BE 'l'AlUFF." 

In an effort to discredit the sugar schednie of the Fordney
McCumber tarilr bill the refiners give a list of Hawaiian sugar 
companies and s-et forth with each the regular, special, or stock 
dividends which they allege have been paid since September 22, 
the date of the enactment of the new tar1ft bill. 

They say: .. The following special and increased dividends 
have been paid by various sugar companies 1n Hawati since the 
passage of the tariff bill'" . · 

And after presenting their list they add: "Thus, through spe
cial dividends and the ingenious method of stock dividends, they 
8.re capitalizing the tariff." 

A.gain the refiners would lllislead my colleagues regarding 
those usually prosperous companies, nearly all o.f wh1ch made 
heavy losses in 1921. During the latter part of 1922 sugar 
prices were good~ and, it appearing that prices were going to 
remaln firm, sev~ral of these companies declared small divi
dends, paying them, not from current earnings. but from their 
surpluses and working capital; this is what the refiners desig
nate as "capitalwing the tariff/' 

The annual reports of these Hawaiian sugar companies for 
1921, as submitted to the Honolulu Stock and Bank Exchange, 
show how misleading are the refiners. 

The re:finers nan:e the Ewa Plantation Co. as having paid 
several cash dividends during the last three months of 1922. 
Their annual report shows that they lost no less than $1,977,-
988 on their 1921 campaign. Unlike the subsidiary Cuban cor-

: porations, which the refiners own and which pay no taxes into 
' our Treasury, when these Hawaiian companies make money 
they pay over a portion of it in income and excess-profits ta:x:es. 
As indicating the decreased prosperity of this company, their 

December 81, 1920, annual report carried under assets, " re
serve for taxes, $2.500,000," and in their December, 1921, re
port their "reserve for taxes" was only $500,(l)(). Yet these 
people are representeq as "cap1talizing the tariff." 

Another Hawaiian sugar company which is set forth by the 
ie:finers as «capitalizing the tariff" is the Maul Agricultural 
Co., which is listed by the refiners as having resumed di\l
dends. I am advised by credible authority that this company 
has done nothing of the sort, but whether they have <>r not 
their annual statement shows their losses in 19'21 an:..ounted to 
$711,339. 

I will not take up more tlme in analyzing these various ('()Dl

pani es whieh the refiners would have your colleagues belie~e 
are "capitalizing the tarifI," but will set forth the llst with 
1921 losses, as shown by the annual reports to the Honolulu 
Stock and Bond Exchange: 
Companies : Losses in 1921. 

Ewa Plantation CO------------------------------ "$1, 977, 938 
Hawaiian Agricultural Co------------------------- 179, 1 1 
Hawalian Sugar Co---------------------------- 87, 3-05 
Honokaa Sugar Co-----------------~--~---- 228.482 
Honomu Sugar Co-------------------------------- 17,150 
Hutchinson Suga-r Plantation Co----------------- 6 ', 77"6 
Kahuku Plantation Co--------------------------- 326, 864 
Koloa Sugar CO---------------------------------- ~4. 279 
lfaui Agricultural Co----------------------------- 711. 339 
McBryde Sugar Co. (Ltd.)-------------------- 2nG, 565 
Oahu Sugar Co. (Ltd.)------------------------- 67,923 
Olaa Sugar Co. (Ltd.)--------------------------- 378,145 
Onomea Sugar Co------------------------------ 1 67 , 104 Paauhua Sugar Plantation Co_;..________________ 14-4, 625 
Pacific Sugar :M:lll------------------------------- I?~.7~8 
Pepeekeo Sugar Co------------------------------- J,9-3 
Pioneer Mill Co. (Ltd.)--------------------- 198, 991 
Wa1alua Agrf.cultnml Co. (Ltd.)_____________ 1, 873, 40'1 
Walluku Sugar CO------------------------------- 25, 432 

L-OsseS--------------------------------------- 8,942, 299 
Thus the scales fall from another of the refiners' many 'fit

tempts to mislead your colleagues. 
UNITED ST~TlilS BEET SUGAR COMPANIES CAPITALIZING THE TARIFF. 

Apparently the refiners found but -0ne newspaper n<>tice 
regarding beet sugar companies which they could use in their 
effort to show that this industry was "-capitalizing tbe mriff •• 
and in their letter to your colleague., they reproduce it in full 
as follows: 

[From Facts About Sugar, issue of December '30, 1922, page 542.J 
WEST BAY CITY DIHDESDS (BEET BUGAR). 

"BAY CITY~ l\IICH., December 25.-A st-0ck dividend of 400 
per cent has been declared by the West Bay City Sugar C-0., 
increasing the authorized capitalization from $200,000 to 
$1,000,000. 

" This ls the .first additional stock issue made since the 
company was organized 25 years ago, at which time a bond 
issue was put out 1:o meet the cost -0f plant construction in 
excess of the $200,000 provided for. Si.nee that time the bonds 
have been retired and several hundred thousand d-0lla..rs ha>e 
been spent in improvement, all ~oming out -0f earnings, while 
some lai·ge dividends have also been paid. The new stock h~sue 
is being made to transfer assets representing plant inve truent, 
and carried as surplus, to the stock .account. 

" The stock of the company is practically all held by the pre~i
den~ AI. ;J. Bialy, and members of his family, the heir of fl1e 
late Charles J. Smith, and the heirs <>f tbe late John )1. Kelton, 
all three of whom are among the original incor·po1·.ators. 

"This is another example of capitalizing the tariff." 
Capitalizing the tariff indeed. l\Ir. M. J. Bialy., presitleut of 

tl~ West Bay City Sugar Co., has this to say about the matter : 
"I have your l~tter of January 30, cove1·ing ops of letter 

from the Cuban inte.t·ests, whieh I have noted with a great de-al 
of interest particularly with its reference to the West Bay Clty 
Sugar Co. and as to the matter of the inerease of .capital stock 
referred to from newspaper publication, which is purely a mat
ter of the reporter's imagination and sbort-sightednes .a: to 
actual conditions. 

"This company was organized in 1899 with a capital . toek 
of $200,000. Subsequent to the organization, we covered tbe 
plant by mortgage for $200,000 and in addition to this for fur
ther necessary capital the individual stockholders provMed 
funds to Ct1.rry on the affairs of the company, which we did 
and eauied it along until 1910 before a dividend was paid, re
serving all earnings for the purpose of creating surplus for 
business purpos~ .. 

So it seems that after putting up $200,000 for stock and 
$200,000 for bonds and additional amounts, say perhaps another 
$100,000 for carrying on the company•s operati-0ns, the stock-

• Profit, $73,027. 
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110lders of this company receiYed no dividends whate"Ver for 11 
years. ~Ir. Bialy says : 

" During the year 1921 our returns to the customs depart
ment of the Go\ernment howed a loss of $239,000, and the 
pre ent season, 1922, has been at a very small, if any, profit." 

And now, after having received no returns for years on th~ir 
half molllon-dollar investment and recently having met with 
tremendous losses, the stockholders of this company must be 
content with a stock dividend in lieu of cash; and the refiners, 
in their endeavor to prejudice your colleague against the domes.. 
tic industry, quote the newspaper notice and proclaim that " this 
is another example of capitalizing the tariff." 

In your speech of August 7 I gave the figures of four A.merlran 
beet-sugar companies which in 1921 lost oyer $13,500,000, and 
showed how they all were practically bankrupt and bad to bor
ro"· ~10 000 000 from the \Var Finance Corporation in order to 
tide tlte~ o~er. The four companies you named as having lost 
$13,500,000 were among the very largest and lowest-cost produc
ing companies in the United States, and of course the losse of 
the smaller but higher-cost producing companies were much 
greater in proportion; ret the refiners would have your col
leagues believe that the industry is a highly prosperous one and 
is •; capitalizing the tariff." 

]{EDL>CE THE TARIFF 'IO .ABOLISH CHILD LABOR JN THE BEET FIELDS. 

In its efforts to prejudice your colleagues against a tariff rate 
which will preserve the domestic beet-sugar industry, the re
finer"' quote an article from the American Child, published in 
New York, in which a fling is taken at child labor in the beet 
fields. They say: 
[From the American Child, published by the National Child Labor Com

mittee, 105 Eai;;t Twenty-seeond Street, New York, issue -of December, 
1922.] 

NOTES FROM OUR Ix>ESTJGATJONS. 

"In Utah we found that some rural schools were closed on 
account of beet-field needs. Think of it! In some rich beet-field 
districts through which the Denver & Rio Grande passed, that 
was the situation. 

"Child labor conditions in Finney County (Kans.) beet
sugar districts are more deplorable than those in any other 
section of the State, according to Miss Alice K. l\IcFarland, 
heacl of the welfare division of the industrial court. 

" It is a common thing to see little tots with long sharp 
knives cutting tops from beets. In many cases they work from 
G o'clock in the morning until ne.arly dark with only a short 
stop for lunch." Topeka (Kans.) Capitol, October 26, 1922. 

"Yet Senator SuooT testified before the Senate Finance Com
mittee that the opportunities offered by the beet-sugar indu try 
of Utah to the child for work in the beet fields was a perfect 
godsend." 

All rational human heings love children, but there is an 
honest difference of opinion regarding their bringing up. 
Some beUeve it is better for them to work in the open fields 
of the country, while others believe it better for them to idle 
aw1:ty their vacation time in our crowded streets and alleys. 

A rear or so ago I had occasion to look into a lurid report 
made concerning child labor in Colorado, and I quote from a 
report which I received made under date of November 1, 1921: 

"I clo not know how serious these 'postural deformities and mal
posi tions • may be. I do know that the beet workers' children in 
northern Colorado are about the healthiest speci.mens extant. 

"i\Ii::: · :i\Iary Pritchard, lted Cross nurse for Weld County, 
Colo .. gave figures which refuted the statements in the chil
dren' N hureau survey. Sbe declared that the Government in
vestigators had their headquarters in her office, and that she 
was very familiar with their work in all its phases. 

" ~liss Pritchard states that she has examined over 12,000 
children in Weld County, and has made comparative studies 
betwepu beet workers and nonbeet workers, and that her posi
tive knowledge of the situation does not justify in any way the 
conclusions arrived at in the survey made by the children's 
bureau agents. 

" ~lis · Pritchard called attention to the fallure of the Gov
ernment agents to make comparative tests between beet work
er and nonbeet workers. Sbe declared that the Government 
ag-ents have no basis for claiming that beet work per se is in
jurious to the children's health. The Government agents ob
tained no facts on the effect of malnutrition, heredity,~ condi
tion of eyes, condition of teeth, and other factors that not 
only retard the health of the children but also retard their 
work in schools." 

A :;;mall proportion of the work in beet fields is performed by 
chil<lren. but it is important not from the viewpoint of the 
sugar industry but from the viewpoint of the fathers and 
mothers of these children, especially the country children. 
Many of the best and most prosperous citizens of our western 

sugar-beet territory came there as poor immigrants, but with 
large fa.rnilies. They first rented small tracts of land, and 
largely because of the aid given by their children in thinning 
beets they accumulated money, then purchased small farms, and 
finally the largest and best farms in their respective communi
ties, and later purchased other near-by farms for their grown 
children. Abolish the earning power of their children and their 
prosperity and consequent abiUty to educate those selfsame 
children would be lessened. People who live among them gen
erally contend that it is to the advantage of the children, ot 
their parents, and to the community at large that the children 
do this seasonal work, while theorists in our large eastern cen
ters of population who concern themselves with the uplift of 
children are somewhat divided on the subject. 

Their labor is not necessary to the well-being of the sugar 
industry, and it is not the sugar industry but their parent~ 
who are responsible for their working. I presume that if it 
ever should become apparent to the majority of the people of 
any of our States that working in the beet fields causes "pos
tural deformities, malpositions," and other ailments which 
hysterical theorists rave over the voters will direct their State 
legislatures what to do in the premises. As yet the near-by 
and most interested observers do not seem to have imbibed any 
of the metropolitan hysteria on the subject. 
UXITED STATES SUGAR ASSOCIATION BRIEF FOR THE AMERICAN SUGAR 

RF.FINING CO. 

It, indeed, is too bad that some careless Baltimore newspaper 
reporter got his wires crossed and mixed up the American Sugar 
Refining Co. with a report regarding a 900 per cent stock di\i
delld declared by an oil company. It is \ery thoughtful of the 
United States Sugar Association to place your colleague "in a 
position to correct it." 

They say: 
"The Indianapolis News stated that the Pennsylvania Sugar 

Refining Co. had paid a stock dividend of 900 per cent, and a 
Baltimore paper referred to the American Sugar Refining Co. 
as having paid a stock divdend of 900 per cent. Both of these 
statements are erroneous. It was the Atlantic Refining Co., of 
Philadelphia, the largest prpducer of lubricating oils since 1874, 
a subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co., that declared a 900 per 
cent stock dividend in October, and these papers, observing the 
word 'refining,' jumped to the conclusion that the concern re
filled sugar instead of oil. There is no sugar refinery in the 
United States called the Atlantic Refining Co. The Pennsyl
vania Sugar Co., of Philadelphia, has declared no stock divi
dend and pays dividends at the rate of 8 per cent per annum, 
and the American Sugar Refining Co. has not only declared no 
stock dividend but has suspended dividends on its $45,000,000 
worth of common stock for the past three years on account of 
the enormous losses sustained in 1920 and 1921. As the above 
impression may prevail among many Members of the Senate aud 
House, I wish to place you in a position to correct it." 

Apparently the United States Sugar Association carrie a 
brief for the American Sugar Refining Co.-the Sugar Trust
\Vhich ought to be and probably is their heaviest financial sup
porter. This is only natural, as the Sugar Trust has three rea
sons for desiring a lower import duty on sugar while most of 
the refiners have only two. In considering tllese reasons it 
must be borne in mind that all domestic beet sugar is produced 
in its finished state ready for the table, and thus it pays no 
tribute to the seaboard refiners, whereas all imports from Cuba 
consist of raw sugar, and every ton of it yields tribute to one 
or the other of the seaboard refineries. , 

In the first plA.ce the Sugar Trust and other seaboard refiners 
do not wish to see the domestic beet-sugar industry expanded, be
cause each additional ton of sugar produced at home means one 
less ton to be imported and pay t1ibute to a seaboard refinery for 
laundering. In this connection it should be borne in mind that 
a sugar refinery produces nothing-it is just a great laundry 
which cleanses a raw product produced by foreign labor in 
foreign lands. and as sugar comes wholly from the atmosphere, 
it is simply the rain, the wind, and the sunshine which sweep 
over foreign fields. l!""rom the sworn testimony of one of the 
leading New York refiners some years ago it was learned that 
for refining-laundering-a ton of raw sugar in America there 
accrued to American industry in labor, office help, bone black, 
and all other supplies just $6.72, whereas with beets then at 
$4.50 per ton, in producing a ton of sugar from American-grown 
beets, there accrued to American industry $82.13. The differ
ence now is still greater. but even at this rate, on our last year's 
consumption of 5,700.000 tons of sugar, this difference to Amer
ican industry as between refining imported sugar and produc
ing our sugar from American fields, farmed by Americans and 
sliced in American factories operated by American labor, is the 
cl~fference between $38,304,000 and $468,141,000. 
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In times of depres~ion. when our farmers are getting a low 

price for their products and laboring men, mechanics, and 
technical men are seeking work, the expenditure of this extra 
_$430,000,000 a year at home instead of sending it to foreign 
com1tries would help to keep the wolf away from the doors of 
e. goodly number of people. 

In the second place, the Sugar Trust has purchased a vast 
acreage of cane land in Cuba, where it has erected several of 
the largest raw-sugar mills in the world in order to supply its 
refineries with raw sugar at first cost. Its Cuban investments 
in great areas of both undeveloped and developed cane land and 
1n mills is reputed to amount to $50,000,000. 

In the third place, at a time when the elder Havemerer thought 
he might be unable to carry through the Cuban reciprocity treaty 
and feared tllat the then rapidly deT"eloping domestic beet-sugar 
indu try might expand so as to produce our sugar at home and 
thus put his refineries out of commission, he sent his emissaries 
into the beet districts, wllere they purchased a third interest for 
him and a third interest for the Sugar Trust in a number of 
our largest beet-sugar companies, with the purpose of control
ling the sugar business of the United States whichernr wav the 
congressional cat might jump. With three exceptions these 
interests were disposed of after he secured the adoption of the 
Cuban reciprocity treaty; the outstanding exception ls a beet
sugar company which operates a string of beet-sugar factories 
in northern Colorado and western Nebraska, wlleee it produces 
sugar at less cost than it is produced for elsewhere in the 
United States. 

It naturally might be su1)posed that if the officials of this 
company in which the trust owns a third and l\Ir. Havemeyer, 
jr., owns another third wo11ld, if free to act for the company's 
welfare, work in favor of an increased duty on sugar. But 
both the trust and Mr. HaT"emeyer, jr., are heavily interested 
in Cuba, and when it came to consideration of tariff rates last 
year officers of this company were among the most active 
workers lined up with the refiners not only in opposition to any 
increase but in fayor of a decrease in the rate of duty. One 
explanation vouchsafed was the dog-in-the-manger position 
that if the tariff on sugar was increased it might result in new 
factories being erected in " their territory " by new capital and 
by competiti"re bidding raise the farmers' price of beets. 

As to the United States Sugar As ociation's solicitude in not 
wanting it to appear that the Sugar Trust recently had paid a 
stock dh·idend, it might be stated that the late Henry 0. Have
meyer took the bull by the horns at the outset and not only 
anticipated the Atlantic Refining Co. by several years but iil 
amount. He formed the Sugar Trust by absorbing some 18 
independent practically bankrupt refining companies whose 
total combined capital stock amounted to $6,690,000 par T"alue 
and immediately issued $50,000,000 of new trust stock, or about 
750 per cent increase at the outset. Later they incre.ased it to 
$75,000,000 and then to $90,000,000, the present capitalization, 
although they have erected but two new refineries since the 
trust was formed. 

During the first 10 years of the trusts' existence the owners 
of $6,690,000 worth of stock in 18 practically bankrupt re
fineries received no less than $68,281,250 in cash dividends, or 
at the rate of more than 100 per cent a year on their theretofore 
worthless stock which they turned into the trust. And although 
they since have watered it up to $90,000,000, except for one 
short interval they have annually paid $6,300,000 or more in 
dividends, or approximately 100 per cent a year on the original 
investment. 

In the light of the above it scarcely seems worth while for 
the United States Sugar Association to shed tears over the de
plorable fact that some. careless newspaper reporter inad
vertently got the Sugar Trust mixed up with his story about 
the Atlantic Refining Co.'s 900 per cent stock dividend payment. 
Having had this worrisome experience, it seems strange that the 
refiners in selecting a name under which to conceal their 
identity in carrying on their Cuban propaganda work should 
have adopted the name of a duly incorporated organization 
which for years has been openly working for the directly oppo
site result. 

There is no better informed body of men concerning the 
universal financial chaos which existed in the sugar industry 
during the period of 1920 and 1921 than those engaged in the 
refining business, and yet in their letter they endeavor to make 
your colleagues believe that the domestic beet and Hawaiian 
sugar industries are most prosperous and are " capitalizing the 
tariff." The unfairness of their position is shown when they 
rush to the defense of the refiners with the following: 

"The Pennsylvania Sugar Co., of Philadelphia, has declared 
no stock dividend and pays ividends at the rate of 8 per cent 

per annum, and the American Sugar Refining Co. has not only 
declared no stock dividend but has suspended dividends on its 
$45,000,000 wor1th of common stock for the past three years on 
account of the enormous losses sustained in 19~0 and 1921." 

Regarding the mix-up on the declaration of stock dividends, 
which some reporter erroneously attributed to the Sugar Trust 
when it should have been credited to an oil-retining company, the 
refiners hand the following naive suggestion to my colleague : 

"As the abo\e impression may preYail among many Members 
of the Senate and House, wish to place you in a position to 
correct it." 

As though they thought your colleague would dirty his hands 
by rushing to their rescue and explaining how this snow-white 
dove, which has pyramided $90,000,000 of capitalization on an 
original inwstment of $6,G90,000, was being misrepresented. 
Their presumption is almost pathetic. 

PER CAPITA COS1' OF THE TARIFF ON SUGAn. 

Then comes the bewhiskered appeal to cupidity which the 
refiners wore threadbare in one of their publicity campaigus sev
eral rears ago when they represented themselves as a "Com
mittee of Wholesale Grocers,'' though, as afterwards disclosed, 
no wholesale grocer had anything to do with it. 

They say: 
"You will observe that our annual consumption now has 

reached 103.lS pounds per capita, and that the tariff on sugar, 
tlterefore, costs eY-ery man, woman, and child in the Gnited 
State:::; $1.82 per :mnum." 

.A.gain I suggest the headline "Important, if true." These 
figures are arriye(l at by a very simple calculation. If our per 
capita consumption is 103.18 pounds and the duty is 1.764 cents 
per pound, just multiply 103.18 by 1.764, and there you. have it in 
a jiffy, $1.82. But thjs calculation fails to take several important 
matters into consideration. You showed in your speech (CoN
GRE8SIO ,. AL RECORD, p. 110;:)8, A:ug. 8, 1922) that when the sugar 
duty was increased the foreign producers of sugar and the 
American refiners absorbed 53.3 per cent of the increase in the 
lowered-in-bond price of· raw sugar and the lessening of the 
refiners margin between raw and refined. Deducting 53.3 per 
cent from $1.82, we have left 85 cents per capita, which repre
sents the maximum amount the duty of $1.764 per hundred 
costs the consumer who purchases 103.18 pounds of sugar. But 
the consumer does not purchase 103.18 pounds of sugar, as 
sugar. Much of our sugar goes into manufactured prouucts, 
~uch as condensed milk. confectionery, jams, jellies, preserves, 
canned goous, chewing gum, and so forth, the prices of which 
are not governed or even affected by the price of their sugar 
content. Surely no one would contend that a pound box of 
candy whlch sells at 75 cents would sell for 74 .cents if sugar 
were 1 cent cheape1·, or at 76 cents if it were 1 cent higher, 
and so with dozens of other commodities which it is generally 
estimated absorb 55 to 65 per cent of all the ~ugar we con
sume. 

The United States Department of Labor gathered the data 
from 11,900 families consisting of 58,310 persons, concerning 
the amount of foodstuffs they purchased and consumed during 
the last half of 1918 and the first half of 1919 (see Department 
Labor Review for 1\Iay, 1922), during which time our total con
sumption of sugar in both manufactures and family purchases 
amounted to 79.39 pounds per annum per capita. The depart
ment found that these 58,310 people consumed an average of 
146 pounds of sugar per family, or 29.79 ponnds per person. 
Based on these figures, 62t per cent of our total sugar consump
tion of 79.39 pounds per capita in 1918-19 went into other 
products, the prices of wbich were not affected by the price of 
their sugar content, and 37! per cent of it was purchased by 
housewives as sugar. And so, after first cutting the refiners' 
alleged extra cost per capita by reason of the tariff from $1.82 to 
85 cents by reason of a 53.3 per cent absorption of the duty by 
importers and refiners, we have to eliminate 62! per cent of the 
85 cents because of the sugar that went into manufactured 
products, and thus find that the total duty on sugar amounted 
to only 30 cents per capita. 

We are all taxpayers and in our income and ·other Govern
ment taxes must provide such amount for the operation of the 
Government as is not collected from import duties. From 
January 1 to September 22, 1922, when the new tariff bill went 
into effect, we had collected $92,911,404 reT"enue on imports of 
sugar, and if the ·same ratio be maintained for the balance of 
the year the revenues from sugar imports in 1922 will amount 
to $117,926,000, or $1.07 per capita for a population of 110,-
000,000, thus saving each person in taxation more than three 
times the extra amount his sugar cost him by reason of the 
duty. 
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THB Rl:FINERS' PLJCA TO U\'DUCB A U3ITED STATES SE.":A.TOR TO SPBBAD 
'l'RlElR MISSTATBM»NTS. 

The sinuous trail of insincerity and equl'l"ocation winds its 
slimy way through every sentence of the refiners' letter, and 
after splotching each page it closes as follows: 

"'rrustlng the above will be found of value to you as an 
explanation of some of the efl'ects of the present high tari1f on 
sugar and thnt you may find occasion to make use of it when
ever fue opportunity is presented, I beg to remain." 

I have quoted almost every paragraph of this remarkable 
dfasion and if your colleagues can find in it any honest attempt 
nt an e~lanation of the effects of .. the present high tarilt' on 
sugar," their p('rception is superior to mine. So fa1· as I am 
able to perceive, the only effect of it which is diselosed by 
their letter has been to cau8e them to sit about a round table 
and prepare as many misstatements as could be crowd~d onto 
seven pages of closely type"Titten matter. 

MEMBERSHIP OF Tllll U::-IITED ST.ATES SUGAR ASSOCIATION, 

Fir t, a word ln order to identify the United States Sugai· 
A~ ciation, and thereby di cover its motive in laying before 
my colleague such a lengthy and unreliable ~pistle. The 
United States Sugar Association is composed of American 
sugar refiner and producers of raw sugar in Cuba, which island 
largely supplies their refineries with raw material. 

This letter is a continuation of the same old Cuban propa
ganda put out anonymously 20 years ago by the Sugar Trust 
Jn it nation-wide propaganda to secure a reduction of duty 
on Cuban sugar by reciprocity treaty· later by the mythical 

-ca11ed "Committee of Wholesale Grocers" (to which, as 
later was ::tdmltted under oath, no grocer e'fer contributed a 
cent), tbe "American Committee on Cuban Emergency," "Amer
ican Produce1·s of Sugar in Cuba," etc. There have been 
numerous crurnges in name but not in purpose, personnel, or 
in the utter disregard of truth displayed in their statements. 

~fasqueradiug under various names, these refining exploiters 
of Cuba have shown great ingenuity in their e1forts to fool 
Congress and to fool the American people. Wherever 1t has 
oited their pm-po e tbe truth has been carefully avoidro and 

tbelr statements have been full of maliciou ne s. Scarcely a 
fair or honest i;entence have they put forth in 20 years, and 

here they have not stated a positive untruth they have en
deaYored to accomplisl1 their purpose by Indirection and in
nuendo. Thi seven-page letter is no exception to their invari
able 1·nle; on the contrary, it is one of their numerous master-. 
piec-es. 

THE 'CJi'ITED STATES SUGAR .ASSOCIATION. 

Knowing the personnel of the United States Sugar Associa
tion and the object of their propaganda we are in better position 
to weigh the methods the refiners have adopted to secure their 
end. 

The ,cn>.n-page typewritten letter bears the printed heading 
•·United States Sugar As ociation," yet every line of it reveals 
~ ntagon1sm to sugar produced in the United States. The very 
name the e sea.board refiners .now masquerade under could have 
been chosen for but one purpose. In an endeavor to tear down 
an important domestic industry they haYe stolen the name o! 
a widely known and duly incorporated organization which for 
ruany year has been actively engaged in trying to build up and 
expand that self ame industry. There is but a slight diffei·ence 
between" United States Sugar Manufacturers .Association" and 
" Vnited State Sugar As ociation." 

Were the headquarters of both organizations located in the 
., me city there certainly would be confusion in the delivery of 
mail and telegrams and, except to mislead, why does a body of 
men working against the interests of the United States en
<1€-"aYor to make it appear that they are a patriotic organiza
tion working in the intere~t -of the United States? And why, 
ewn then. do they appropriate the name of a well-known domes
tic organization working in the interest of .American industry? 
Why call themseh-es the "United States" Sugar Association
why not "American" or "Federal," or "Domestic,'' or "Na
tional"; or if not endeavoring to deceive, why. not "Cuban 

ncrar Association .. , or " United States Sugar Refiners .Associa
tion.·· and be as open and aboveboard as is the " United States 

ugar Manufacturers Association"? I leave you to surmise. 
THE llLUSIVl!I REFINERS, 

'l"he letter i signed by one M. Doran as " assistant secre
tary " of the United States Sugar Association. Why the ID)-

1."llo\vn "M. Doran"? Why not Mr._Henry A. Rubino, who ap
peared before your committee, is known to many Members of 
the ~enate, and is the acti\e bead of tbe United States- Sugar 
A octation? Or why not some of the refining heads who o 
frequently are here to present their pleas and are personally 

known by you and by many of your colleague ? Apparently the 
eaboard refiners who with their a ociate own the bulk of the 

Cuban sugar industry and who created and support the United 
States Sugar .Association realize full well the untruthfulness 
and unfairness of the content~ of the letter. but after preparing 
it did not have the courage to attach their signatures to it, 
hence put it out over the signature of some one we never heard 
of before. Why eamoufiage their identity 'under a misleading 
name and then attach a signature which is about as illuminat
ing as though they had signed it ' John Doe"? 

TlIE REl!'INEllS A~D THEffi CUBAN HOLDINGS. 

These sugar refiners who now po e as the United States 
Sugar Association are rated as among tl1e brightest and most 
astute to be found in any industry in our great metropolitan 
seaboard cities where their business lives have been devoted to 
the refining of imported sugar. They accumulated great for
tunes in the refining business, and 20 years ago sought and 
ecured legislation giving Cuba a preferential rate of duty, 

after which they began investing heavily in Ouban lands, on 
which they erected grea.t numbers of the most efficient raw 
sugar mills in the world, and they produce the bulk of the 
Cuban crop of four and a half million tons. 

According to their own statements, tb~ir va t Cuban holdings 
alone are valued at no less than $1,000,000,000. That these 
men understand tbe sugar business from A to Z and do not 
band out such a mass of misinformation through inadvertence 
or ignorance goes without saying. Barring an occasional error, 
which ls liable to creep into the statements of even the best 
informed. any one of them is perfectly capable of presenting 
almost offhand the true conditions which prevail in the sugar 
industry. And so, when a body of such experienced, well
informed sugar men prepare and send to United States Sena
tors a seven-page closely type-written letter regarding sugar 
conditions, and practically every sentence and phrase of that 
letter is found to contain either an implied or actual misstate
ment of fact, there is only one conclusion which can be dmwn. 

SUGAR-PRODUCING POSSIBILI'.NES OF CUBA AND TH& UNITED STATE • 

The refiners rightly contend that Cuba is the cheapest sugar
producing country in the world, and if we so lower the duty 
as to render our domestic producers unable to pay such price . 
for beets as will induce farmers to grow them Ouba will supply 
us with all the sugar we consume. We know this is true, for 
aecording to their testimony the refiners alone with thelr affili
ated companies own sufficient cane land in Cuba to produce 
8,188,000 tons of sugar a year, and, together with independent 
comp.a.nie , American holdings in Cuba ai·e sufficient to produce 
a crop of 10,970,000 tons annually. That Cuba could and 
would produce the sugar of the world if she could find mar
kets for it is well known to all who have visited the island. 

On the other hand, the late Secretary of Agriculture, Wilson, 
told us in Senate Document No. 22, Sixty-first Congress, first 
session, that the United States has sufficient beet- ugar area 
on which to produce the sugar of the world. Hence the conflict 
for possession of the greatest sugar market in the world, and 
the size of the United States import duty on sugai· Ls the one 
determining factor that will decide the struggle. 

PRODUCTS OF CCBA. 

Cuba produces the best tobacco in the world, excellent cotree, 
cocoa, unexcelled tropical fruits, and many other articles which 
we import in enormous quantities from other countries, but the 
production of these articles does not readily lend itsel! to con
trol by vast blocks of capital. They usually are produced by in
dividuals rather than by corporations. Witb the exploitation 
of the Caban Sllgar industry by American capital the production 
of all other crop has been ,..relegated to tbe backgrolllld, while 
the production of sugar has jumped from 1 s than 350,000 tons 
at the close of the · Spanish-American War to 2,500,000 ton the 
year before the World War nnd 4,400,000 ton in 10-0-21, prac
tically all of which must be exported and find a market in for
eign countries. 

MARKETS. 

The -object of all Cuban sugar proparranda is market . 
l\larket not only for their present production but for an in
cr ased production. One by one the great countries of the 
world lIRse slipped off the hnckles of the Tropics :md bn,·e 
become independent of them for their sugnr supply through 
producing it at home, Japan being the la t to enter the Ii t. 
Only Great Britain and the United States continue to purcha. e 
lru.-ge quantities of tropical sugar, and the British market seems 
destined to be clo ed to the Tropics. The tnabll1ty of Gr at 
Britain to secure from overseas her customary million and a 
half tons of sugar a year during the World War has connnced 
ber free-trade statesmen of the irability of the prime im-
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portance of a nation producing its sugar at home. As a conse
quence, Britain has decided to build up a. great 1~ational sug~r 
industry and is giving her two beet-sugar factories already m 
operation a tariff protection of 5i cents per pound, the highest 
rate of sugar protection in the world. If Britain succeed!"! in 
her efforts, the United States will be the only great market in 
the world for export tropical sugar. 

Last year we consumed 5,700,000 tons of sugar, or 28 per cent 
of all the sugar produced in the world. Of this amount 
2,424,600 tons was produced at home and in our insular pos
sessions, and 3,237,449 tons came from Cuba at a 20 per cent 
tariff preferential. The balance of the Cuban crop was com
pelled to find a market elsewhere and compete with other 
tropical sugar without ~ny tariff favors. 

Producers of sugar in Cuba see the possibllity of a vanishing 
British market, due to home production. They see that should 
the United States beet-sugar industry grow and be able to sup
ply United States consumption, Cuba must turn from sugar to 
the production of crops which do not lend themselves to cor
porate capital. Hence they first wish to see the United States 
dnty on sugar so reduced as to prevent any fm·ther expansion of 
the domestic sugar industry, and if possible they want to see the 
duty so lowered as to ruin the domestic indu try and thus open 
up to them nn aclc.1itional tariff-favored market for an extra two 
and one-half million tons of sugar. To gain such a vast market 
in Vl·hich they could control prices at will, they will go to any 
length. The prices they would exact can be judged from our 
experience of a year and a half ago, when we were virtually out 
of sugar and producers in Cuba, with between 600.000 and 
700,000 tons of raw sugar piled in their warehouses, formed a 
pool and pegged the price of raw sugar at 24 cents per pound, 
or twice the price at which refined sugar then was selling for 
in the United States. In consequence of the high prices, our 
foreign sugar bills in 1920 amounted to the enormous sum of 
$970,000,000. 

If the United States tariff on sugar could be so reduced as 
t•) destroy our domestic sugar industry, the financial benefits 
which would accrue to the seaboard refiners and other Ameri
cans, whose Cuban in1estments already amount to over $1,000,-

• 000,000, would rival anything of the kind the world bas ever 
seen. So much for the motive and the stakes for which the 
reflners have been playing for 20 years. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a ques:tion? 

l\lr . . SMOOT. I yield. 
l\:lr. BROOKHART. I would like to ask the Senator if there 

is any advantage whatever to the producer·s of sugar, either in 
the United States or Cuba, by virtue of this big rise in price? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that the refiners con
trol the great bulk of sugar and they are trying to have a smoke 
screen made so they can blind the American people by saying 
that it is the tariff that is responsible for the increase. When 
they were selling that sugar at $4.75 a hund1·ed the tariff was 
$1.60 a hundred, and under the ..Mccumber law the tariff rate 
was increased 16 cents a hundred. 

l\Ir. BROOKHART. Does the Senator have definite informa
tion as to what is the real cause of the big advance? 

Mr. SMOOT. I haYe not the time now, but I could go back 
into the history of the sales of sugar by these selfsame refiners 
and relate the history of it to the Senate, and Senators would then 
know what the cause is. They want to make all the money 
out of the Cuban sugar which they produce that it is possible 
for them to do. We know that there is enough sugar produced 
in the world to feed the world for the coming year. 

1\lr. BROOKHART. Are the producers a part of the combi
nation that is raising the price? Are -the producers in any way 
the cause of the price being raised at this time? 

Mr. Sl\IOO'l.'. The Cuban producers are, but there are also 
the refiners. 

l\fr. BROOKHART. Who are the Cuban producers? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. The refiners, principally, in New York and 

Pennsylvania. 
~fr. President, perhaps at this point it would be well for me 

to give the names of the members of the United States Sugar 
Association, who they are, and let us see why this propaganda 
is being spread broadcast all over the United States. I have 
the list of the members of the United States Sugar Association. 
The following are a few, but I will insert the names of all of 
them: 

E. At.kins & Co., by Frank C. Lowry, 111 Wall Street, New 
York. Who are they? The Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Co. 

The .Atlantic Fruit Co., by Allen H. Richardson, vice presi
dent, 17 Battery Place, New York, of the National Sugar Refin
ing Co. 

Bernebe Sanchez .Adan, of Cuha. Then follo\',.· a lot of Cullan 
nfl.me ·, all in nearly even· ca~e ronnf'ctert \\ith refiner~ of -·u~rnr. 

Caracas Sugar Co., ·wall Street, of the Penn~ylvania Re
fining Co. 

Ouban-American Sugar Co., by l\Ir. Willis, the vice pl'esl
dent, 129 Front Street, of the National Sugai· Refining Co. 

I ask permission to put in the RECORD the list of names. 
There being no objection, the list was ordered to be printed 

in the Rv.coBD, as follows: 
LIST OF MEMBERS OF THE U:SlTED S'l'A'l'ES SUGAR ASSOCIATlOX. 

B. Atkins & Co., 111 Wall Street, New York, by Frank C. Lowry 
Pennsylvania Ilefining Co. ' 

Atlantic Frutt Co., 17 Battery Place, New York. bv Allen II. 
Richardson. vice president, National Sug-ar Refining Co. • 

Bernebe Sanchez Adan, Central Senado, Camaguey Province, Cuba. 
Caracas Sugar Co., 111 Wall Street, New York, Penns~·Jyania Sugar 

Refining Co. 
C4:ntral Cuba Sugar Co., 42 Broadway, New York, by J. l\I. Tarafa, 

president. 
Compania Azucarera Andres Gomez Mena, 79 Wall Street, ew 

York, by G. E. Warner Warner Sugar Refining Co. 
Carnpania Azucarera Elia, 112 Wall Street, New York, by Jose B. 

Riontla, vice president. 
Compania Azucarera San Vincente, 112 Wall Street, New York, 

by Horatio B. Young, assistant secretary. 
The Coca Cola Co., Atlanta, Ga., by Charles H. Candler, president. 
Cuban-American Sugar Co., 129 Front Street, New York, by H. W. 

Wilmot, vice pr~sident, National Su<Yar Refining Co. 
Cuba Cane Sugar Corporation, i23 Front Streeti New York uy 

B. A. Lyman, treasurer, McCahan Sugar Refining & Mo asses .Co. ' 
The Cuban Dominican Sugar Co., 129 Front Stree t, New York, by 

Thomas A. Ilowell, president. 
Czaruikow·Rionda Co., 112 Wall Street, New York, by E. H. Cos· 

tello, vice president, McCahan Sugat· Refi ning & Molasses Co. 
G. H. Finlay Co. 1 24-26 Old Slip, New York. 
The Francisco :::ugar Co., 112 Wall Street, New York, by :hl. E. 

Rlonda, vice president, McCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co. 
Fox Rros. & Co .. 126 Lafayette Street, New York. 
Guantanamo Sugar Co., 129 Front Street, New York, by Geo. IT . 

Bunker, treasurer, National Sugar Refining Co. 
Hershey Chocolate Co., Hershey, Pa., by Wm. F. R. Murrie, presl· 

dent. 
Hormiquero Central Corporation, 63 Wall Street, New York, by 

C. H. Blacl{burn, Tice president and treasurer. 
B. H. Howell Son & Co., 129 Front Street, New York, National 

Sugar Refining Co. 
Ingen lo Porvenir Corporation, 129 Front Street, New York, by 

H. J. Fullum, treasurer, .National Sugar Refining Co . 
The W. J. JcCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co., 112 Wall 

Street, New York, by M. El. Rionda, president. 
Mir~a Sugar Co., 79 Wall street, New York, by Henry A. Rubino, 

vice p ent, \Varner Sugar Refining Co. 
:Mana Sugar Co., 112 Wall Street, New York, b:v M. E. Rlonda, 

vice president, McCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co. 
The National Sugar Refining Co. of New .Jersey, 129 Front Street, 

New York, by James H. Post, president. 
New Niquero Sugar Co., 129 Front Street, New York, by W. B. 

Vanderkieft. secretary and tl'eRSUl'et'. 
IL H. Pike & Co. (Inc.), 108 Water Street, New York, by H. H. 

Pike, president. National Sugar Refining Co. 
Punta Allegre Sngar Co., 111 .Wall Sh·eet, New York, by R. W. 

Atkins, president, Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Co. 
Soledad Sugar Co., 111 Wall Street, New York, Pennsylvania Sugar 

Refining Co. 
Sugar Estates of Oriente, 129 Front Rtreet, New York, by Thomas 

A. Ilowell, presidflnt, National Sugar Refining Co. 
'l'acajo Sugar Corporation, ll::l Wall Street, New York, by G. E. 

Ogilvie, assistant treasurer, McCahan Sugar Refining & Molasses Co. 
The Tuinucu Sugar Co., 112 Wall Street, New York, by L. J. 

Rionda, vice president, McCaban Sugar Refining & Molasses Co. 
Warner Sugar Refining Co., 79 Wall Street, New York, by R. M. 

Bell , secretary and treasurer. 
West India Sugar Finance Corporation, 129 Front Street, New 

York, by Thomas A. Howell, president, National Sugar Refining Co. 
li'ulton Iron Works, St. Louis, Mo., by H. J. Steinbrefer, president. 
General Sugar Corporation, 61 Wall Street, New York, Col. G. A. 

Houston. 
Sugar Plantations Operating Co., Habana, Cuba. 
Ciego de Avila Compauia Azucarera, Ilabana, Cuba. 
Companla .A.zucarera Maria Luisa, S. S., Habana, Cuba. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, I want Senators to unuerstaml 
and the country to understand that this association is nothini:c 
more nor les than the sugar-refining companies that are putting 
out this propaganda, and they intend to destroy the sugar indu~ 
try of the United States, if possible. When that is done, God 
help the American people as to the future prices they will pay 
for sugar in this country. 

Some Senator just asked what is the wholesale price ot 
sugar to-day. It is over 9 cents a pound. I want to say 
to Senators that the same identical sugar, made by the same 
sugar-refining companies and produced by the same suga1·
reflning companies, was sold recently in the United States for 
a little over 5 cents. 

Mr. GOODING. ~fr. President, wlll the Senator yield? 
l\fr. SMOOT. I yield. 
l\Ir. GOODING. What I want tQ say is that this is no new 

propaganda on the part of the sugar companies. Every year 
when American sugar is exhausted, which takes place some 
time in February or March, the people pay for Cuban sugar 
anywhere from 2 to 4 cents more than they had been paying 
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for American sugar. There has been no exception to that rule 
tor the last fom· or five years. It is the old, old story over and 
ov-er again. I put In the RECORD' last year a statement showing 
that it cost the American people something like $100,000,000 to 
eat Cuban sugar or foreign sugar for slx months more than it 
did American sugar produced on American farms, beet suglll" in 
the West, and cane sugar in the South. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. S:\.IOOT. I yield. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. When the Senator knows that within 45 

minutes we wi11 adjourn, and there are a great many of our 
colleagues going out of public life and we desire to say some
thing about them, does the Senator think it ts fair for him to 
take the closing hour of the C-Ongress in the defense of a propo
sition with reference to which a resolution was introdueed by 
me some time ago providing for an investigation, whfeh the Sen
ator himself obstructed and blocked1 

l\Ir. SMOOT. With reference to blocking the investigation, 
that was not what the l'esolotlon was for. If lt had been a 
straight-out resolution of investigation nobody would have 
objected. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should be glad to amend tt tn any way 
to meet the Senator's views. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator not limit his tlme so I may have five minutes to answer 
bim? 

Mr. SMOOT. If Senators will not mterrupt me, I shall be 
through very quickly. I would have been through before this 
if it had not been for interruptions. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have not interrupted the 
Senator. I think the Senator ought to limit the time so that 
an answer may be made to his statement. 

lli. SMOOT~ I bave only a little more to say, and lf the 
Senator will not tnterrupt me I shall be through very quickly. 

I want to 1·efer to one of tbe statements made.,. for all of the 
statements which appear in what I have had printed as a part 
of my remarks tn the RECORD. 

There was room on the seventh page of the refiners' letter for 
a further amplification of one o:f their m:my misstatements, and 
bence the following postscript : 

... P. S.-Understand that several delegatians of b#t-sugar 
farmers have complained to the Taritf Commission slid other 
sources at Washington about the treatment they have received 
from the beet-sugar factorie . Tbe burden of their complaint 
bas been that they have been forced to rai e their crops at a 
loss ancl that the beet factories have shared with them none of 
the benefits of the increase In tarUT of 76 per cent." 

Dlligent inclulry falls to develop the fact that any beet grow
ers have lodged complaints of the nature mentioned, excepting 
only growers 1n the section where the beet-sugar company~ in 
which the Sugar Trust ls so hea:vlly interested, operates a chain 
of factories to the exclusion of independents. 

Incidentally, '* M. Doran" for the refiners overlooked the fact 
that it was this untrustworthy United States Sugar Associa
tion which almost before the ink was dry on the new tarU'f bffi 
:filed with the TarUf Comm1ssion a formal application with a 
view to having the tariff reduced on sugar. 

Only those familiar with the sugar business can comprehend 
the extent of the malignity displayed in this letter toward a 
struggling home industry the members of which are trying to 
emerge from a universal condition bordering upon bankruptcy 
because they kept faith with 80,000 American farmers, and 
without a question paid them their high contract price for beets, 
regardless of the fact that due to the acts of these American 
Cuban interests tlie price of sugar had gone to smash. Quite a 
contrast to tbe " grub u store-check plan some of the mill owners 
were reported to bave adopted in Cuba. 

I remembe1· that when the bead of this United States Sugar 
Association, Mr. Henry Rubino, of New York City, appeared 
before the Finance Committee be had the effrontery to assume 
that Americans wllo had Invested money in the sugar industry 
tn Cuba -were as much entitled to protection by the United 
States as were other Americans who have invested their money 
in our domestic sugar industry. Io fact, he went ev.en :further 
by assuming that because, according to his figures, we had 
only $545,000,000 invested ln the domestic sugar industry and 
these American exploiters had over a billion dollars invested 
in the sugar indush·y of Cuba they and not the investo.rs in tbe 
home industry were entitled to first consideration. 

Mr. Ho.ratio S. Rubens, also ot New York City, who posed 
here as represen.tlng c~the Committee on Cuban Emergency,' but 
who is chairman ot the board of the Ooba company which built 
and operates the railroad running from Santa· Clara to San
tiago on the south and Antilla on the north, and owns and oper-

ates several of the largest and lo t cost-produeting sugar 
mllls on the island, also exp1'e ~ed the same views. He said : 

"There- are millions of dollars tm-ested m Am rienn entf":r
prlses there (Cuba) that seem to me to haTe the same right to 
protection. There Ls $1,000~000,()()(} of it as against $175,000,000, 
at the outside, 1n the beet indu uy. Tile question is whether 
this ls going to be Jeglslation for the greatest good fQr the 
greatest number of American citizens, not only for those tock
holders who have interests ln Cub to the extent of a billion 
dollars but for those merchants and htbme.rs who are manu
facturing articles for export commerce to Cuba." 

The Senators may remember the analy is o:f .Ir. Rubino's 
tabulation given in my speech of August 7. which showed that 
of the 85 mammoth American-owned mills In Cuba 49 a.re eitber 
owned outright by seven gJToups of American refiners or by 
compa.nle which are affiliated with tbem, and that these mills 
have a capacity of- 2,331,023 tons of sugm-- a year, or 53. per cent 
of the total Cuban output in 192()-21, their banner year up to 
that time. It also developed Ln 1Ur. Rublno•s testimony that 
these refining Interests O-\VD.ed erumgh cane area in Cuba-nearly 
three and cme-bal:f million acres-to pro<luce, w.hen planted, 
over 8,000,000 tons of sugar a ye.air. The Cuban output has in
creased over a millfon and three-quarter tons during the past 
10 years. If they keep on expandiDg, where are tbey going to 
find a market for this plethora of sugar? Euepting the Uniteu 
States and Great Britain, all the great natiOllS! in the Temperate 
Zone have shaken the tropical sugar shaekles fro their feet 
and by the aid of protection are producing their sugar at b-0me. 
Japan is the latest nation to attain this enviable position. She 
started in 20 years ago with a en formulated plan, which in
cluded a protective duty, the setting aside of large tracts of 
land, the guaranteeing of 6 per cent interest on the inve tment, 
the furnlshing ot free fertilizers, the pm-chase and loaning of 
sugar machinery, and so forth, snd her :pollcy never wavered 
until she had accomplished her object. Quite a contrast to the 
vacillating policy tbe seaboaFd refiners have induced om· Gov
ernment to follow. 

Si11ce 1 came to the Senate 20 ye._ rs age>, I have- seen the sugar 
crop of my own State grow from 20.,000 to 162,000. tons, or over 
800 per cent, and I have seen the- beet-sugar erop of the United • 
States grow from 86,()()() to a million tons, or an increase of @ver 
1,160 per cent. This only has been made pos ible by the beet 
people keeping some one here who was alert and able to analyze 
the ream of misleading, lieing statements with which tbe re
finers bave almost constantly flooded Mernl>ei·s of bt>th Senate 
and House, and thus, by exposing their· misstatements, enabling 
us successfully to conh·oTert them. As I say, I have seen the 
industry grow to over a mlUJon tons, bnt against what odus has 
this Increase been brought abont 7 Twenty~ne years ago, when 
the industry started to boom, lt enj<>yed a tariff rate of 1.68} 
cents per pound. A few years Iateir the reft~rs. seared at the 
erection of so many beet-sugar factories, succeeded ln bringing 
about Cuban reciprocity whieh redueed the <luty to l.94 cents 
per pound. Later on they made another o-nrush and succeeded 
in bringing it down to 1 cent per poo11d and providing for auto
matic free sugar 2! years later. But the World War intervened, 
we needed the revenue, a:nd the :free-sugru· provision was re
pealed three days before it was to have gone into effect. But for 
our vacillating policy we undoubtedly >Vould be producing our 
sugar at home to-day instead of having to ~nd as much as 
$970,000,000 abroad in a stngle year for the purchase of raw 
sugar. 

The refine.rs rightly contencl that Cuba is the cheapest sugar
producing country in the .,.·orld and, if we- o. lower the duty as 
to render our domestic producers unat>le to- }Jay such price- for 
beets as will induce farmers to grow them, Cuba will supply us 
with all the sugar we c&usome. We know this is true. On the 
other band, the late Secretary of Agriculture Wilson told us in 
Senate Document No. 22, Sixty-first Congress, first se s!on, that 
the United States has sufficient beet-sugar area on which to pro
duce the sugar of the wE>rI<l. American capital is a:nxiou · to 
expand the domestic sugar industry to the limit of our con
sumption. But as neither here nor elsewhe.re in the world an 
beet sugar be produced as cheaply as can cane sugur in Cuba, to 
expand or even to maintain the jndustry n: rea. onablc rate of 
duty must be maintained, and the duty ougbt to be stabilized. 

Beet·sugar factories are not built for a :season. They cost 
from one and one-half to five million dollars to erect and are 
built for generations. Farmers are slow to take hold of a new 
crop. Even under favorable conditions several years usually 
elapse before a factory has enough beets to. mn.ke a re Uy pro
fitable run, for which rea. on the new investor is greatly handi
capped-a new factory experiencing several years ot losses-
while a near-by, older fa ctory, where the farmers are famiUar 
with beet culture may at the same time be making a fair profit. 
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Last year we con-sumed • 5;700,00CHon~ of sugar_,. 01.· 28"per cent l\Ir. SM.O@T. Th duty ls $1.i& a hundred! pounds. 

of all the sugar produced' in the WO't'ld~ . Of thls a111otmt Ml'. WALSH of Massaelm. etts-" The contention held b:V' th\t• 
2.424,600 tons was produced at home and in our insular posses- writer of the communication and· by members of the miilority 
sions and' 3;237,449 tons cnme- fuofil' Ouba, at a, 20 per cent ls -that 1f the taP1ff of 2 cents per pound UPon· sugar we-re re· 
tariff pref~tential. Tfie balance of the O'aban crop was com- moved: refinedi sngar would' be selling in· this country tCHlay 
pelled to find a. marlrnt elsewllere and compete with other for 7 cents per pound instead' of 9 cents per pound. It is not 
tropical sugar without any tarlfL favors such · as they- enjoy- on often that tariff duties are so soon re:tlected in increasing· 
sales to the United States. Their other"" sugar goes largel;v to prices, but sugar· ts such a neees itr of· life and such a coll1-
Great Britain and now the possibillty of losing the British. monly used food product that the taliifi: levied on tl1e sugar 
market only- add&r to the determination of the· sugar exploiters ·· that it is necessary to import to supply the demand i certain 
of Cuba to crush' our domestic industry and thus enlarge their to at least ad-vance the price of the domestic supply to the lev~l 
United States matket. The inability of Great Britain to -Secure of the cost of the raw product at the foreign soU'rce of produ~
from· overseas her- customnry million and a half tons o:fl sugar tion, ·plus the freight charges and the duty levied. 
a year dm:in(J"'the '~ 01·1'.d \Var ·convinced her free-trade statesmen M:r. President,. to deny that Ute·taritt is responsible is a most 
0£ the desir:bility, indeed of the prime necessity, of a nation inconsistent attitude for Senators to take now that prices have · 
producing. its sugar at home. As a consequence Britain has increased following the-passage of a tariff act. What did you 
deeided to build up a great national beet-sugar industry and is demand a tariff up·on sugnr fo1•1 Was it not t<>- enable the 
gi-ving her two beet-sugar factories already in operation a tariff home producer to increa"Se his priee to the level of the foreign 
protection of 5! cents per pound,.. the higbe t rate of sugar pro- cost, plus the amount of tl10 tariff? What ai:e the re l. factiJ 
teetion in the world. If Britain succeeds in her e1forts,· the about sugar? The price of 96 per cent raw sugars to-day is 
United States wilt be the only great market in th'e world for 5.62! cents per pound, and the duty cost and freight is 1.78! 
the export of tropical sugar. ceµts per pound, mak-ing the duty-paid price upon arrival in 

1\Ir. President~ make no• mi'Stnke. it is not the Cuban planters· America 7.41 cents per pound. The price of refined sugar is 
w,ho are behi.lld this propngamla .to destroy our domestic _sugar 9 cents per pound, less 2 per cent, or net price of 8.82 centS' 
industry. 'l'he rea.i Oubantpl.anters ha;ve as mucb1.reason to fea.F per pound. Thus the refiners' margin is 1.41 cents per pound, 
the American refining e~loiters -0f Ouba as have om· domestic to cover cost of refining, marketing, brokerage, and profit. It 
sugar producers. Twenty year:s ago it was largely the Oubnns is evident that if the tariff was 1 cent instead of li cents per 
them elives who· operated. the sugar Lndustry of. their i land, butl pound, sugar woul<l be selllng at about 8 cents per pound. nnd 
since the American re1lning lnterestS' went in there with their if raw sugar was admitted free refined sugar would be selling. 
mammoth· mill.El they have crushed out and. bankrupted or ah- at about 7 cents per pound. 
sorbed most of the smaller native planters. and of . the island's Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
pre ent p't'oduction..of nearly four. :rod one-half miliion tons only Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I can not yield to- the Sen-
a .small fraction is, produced by Cubans, most of wb.nm. fear that ator. Re consumed three-quarters of an hour in discu sing thi.w 
they alsa will be crushed out sooner or later by thetr wealthy question, and I run under obligations to the Senator from ~Hssis~ 
and. powerrn1 Amet:ica.n: lo.w cost1 production competitors. . sippi for yielding to me. 

And the CubaJl people as a '\);~hole ai:e no better off than. they The Senator from Utah in his argument has not dis1 uted the 
were before this great de'1"elopment .of the Ouban sugar indus- fact that if the tar.I~ were remoyed· from sugar its price would 
try- took' place. In· ftlct, tue~; urer ·fa.r worse off. The small be reduced. He has not nnd he can not dispute the fad that the 
plantations, on w.hich tlm na.tiv;es· formerly produced .coff'ee ·and levying of the tariff duty of L16 ·:cents per pound increased the 
numerous othe1' tropical lJttOducts w:hieh we import to the·value price of sugar by about 2 cents per pound. To deny tt i to dis
of over $400,006,'000 a year, hn::vff been ab orbed ~ by.- those geat pute the whole tlieory of protectlon to home industrie . 
sugar plantations, and. the·.formerly independent .rnttive is either Mr. Sl\IOOT. I do dispute it.. • 
growing cane fol' them ot" is working· for them by the day--for, Mr. W ALSR of Massachusetts. Tha Senator an~ wers the 
cash when times are good, for "store checks" in times of de- claim made by talking about the selfish motives and1 purposes 'Of 
pre sion the writer of the, letter submitted by the United States S 1ga.F · 

Most ot 1tl1e vast sum of• money· which the sugar industry is Association, but I am not going to. take tl1e time of the. Serrate· 
supposed to scatter among the 8uban people never leaves New at this, late llom: to answer an adverge. criticism of sugar 
York. Most of it' goes; ;in()':fartber than the Jersey hills, Long importers. 
Island, Tarrytown, or Lenox:, or the . suburl\s o~ Boston· and · I wish to say, however.,, in reply to the Senater from 1Utah that 
Philadelphia,. where re tde mo t of· the refining magnates. The not only sugar but ·practically every · article whic&wa ·given pro
native Cubans .get only a few of tne · crumbs which fall fr<>m tecti-0n in the E'er.dney-.McOumber tariff law has 1n the last five. 
the refiners' groaning table. months reflected an increa~e in price. For instance, swenters .. 

When one considers the tremendous. stake which the refiners blankets, woolen clothing. woolen unde1-o:wear, all cla ·ies,·. of 
ai:.e playing fot• i1i may: not appear stiiangei that. people ·1acklng_ woolen goods, ha..ve been. very substantially . increa edi in; price. 
in. patuiotism~ should.'stcwp to suuh:o adow; plane in their efforts as have building, materials cf all kinds -nnd cotton <!loth; in faet, 
to desn·oy an important indnstcy of their own country. With there.fs·scareely a · single article on which the duty wa. Increased 
Cuban holdfugs ·sufficient. to produce. 8,000,0UO: tons .. of. .sugar a in the Fornney-M~Oumber tariff law ·· to which there has nut 
year, give the refiners complete: control of our markets, with already been.reflected: an incr o.se· in p1~1ce . 
power to fix: ... at will the pJ'i"Ce" !10',000,000 people mast pay for Mr. GOODil~G. M.r. P . .resklent, will the Senator.yie1<J.t 
their sugu.,. and tbeil~ . wealttl. in-10 ~'ea1~ . would eclipse anything Mr .. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ean not yield. The Senator 
ever dreamed of by a R;Jekefellec. ot1 Heney Ford. from Mississippi, has yielded to me; I can not give away: . his 

Mr. HARRISON' obtll.ine'd' the· floor_ time. 
1\fr. WALSH.of Massaeliusetts. . Mr. President-- ·Mr. GOODING; I merely desrre to say that mosr building 
The VTOE PRESIDENT; Doe&the· Senator from: Mississippi. materials are on the free list or have a very small duty imposed 

yield to the Sena.Wt· from~Iassacfmsetts? upon them, and. that carpet wool. is on the free' list, and: . yet 
Mr. HARRIS.Ch°l\f\ I yield to the Senator from Massa-chu- carpets are selling at a higher- price than has ever been known 

setts, if I may de> so without· losing the floor. in the history of. this country. 
Ur. WALSH of. Massachusetts. Mt. President, I ha~e· re- Mr. w .A.LSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, let me enu-

quested the Senator from Mississippi to yield to me in order merate a few price increases which have occurred. I shall 
that I may reply· very briefly to- tlre· Senator from Utah [l\Ir. quote from a communication from the F.air Tartff League. 
SMOOT). Where can we determin~ what mateTials hn.'Ve increasedi in 

l\I:r. Presi-dent, the ' speeeh whlehJ the Senatov from Utah has prfce except from tllose who deal in such materials? Where 
just delivered has been brought ab~ut by reasorr of the claim can we learn of the effect of the ta.riff in incr-easlng the price 
which was advanced in a communication from. the United of sugar .. except from the . su~ corporations and the sugar 
States Sugar ASsociation, whlch has been printed in the REc- dealers, wholesalers and retailers? Where can we learn about 
ORD, that. refined sugar advanced in wholesale price from 6i the efl'ect of increased prices upon woolen goods except from 
cents a pound t&. 9 cents a i pound since the passage of the dothiers, and about the effect ou building mnteria.ls except 
Fordney-McCumber tariff law last September. The Senator from those dealing in uch materials? The diVision of building 
from Utah does. not di.spute the fact that in five months re- and housing of the Department of Gomme1·ce in a recent tilble 
fined sugar advanced in. price 21 ··eents per pound; he does not . shows that the cost of a 6-room house made of brick has ad
dispute the fact that the. pi·i'ce1 of sugar is higher i1i America vanced since the passage of the new· tarii'r law· 9 per cent; that 
to-day than- it has been in 40 yearsr with the exception of five the cost of a. 6-room frame house has ad~anced 10 per cl:'.'nt, 
months during: the. peak of wa:c [Wices in 1919 and the average·. and the cost of a typical facto:ry building. has. increasew 15 
price· fo1· 1920·; he. doe nob• di~pute-·.the fact. that the Fordney· per cent. The only ai:tieles that show p1•actically no in~rease 
l\fcCumber law levied a tariff tax upon Cuban sugar amounting in price are such articles as brick«andi cement, which were' kept 
to almost 2 cents a pound, on the free list. 
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I wish I had time to read this list and to show how In five 
months the cost of living to the American people hus increased 
from 10 to 30 per cent on many of the necessities and essentials 
of life. The per cent of increase on sugar alone ls about 45 
per cent. Sugar is only one article the price of which has 
enormously advanced, but practically every single article upon 
which a duty has been levied has already reflected that duty in 

· an increase in price, and it is expected that the increases will 
continue, because the law has been in operation for so short a 
time that the full effect of the tariff in increasing prices bas 
not yet been reflected. 

I have a communication before me from a leading clothing 
manufacturer of Baltimore, in which he confirms what has 
ali·eat1y been said by the clothing manufacturers of New York. 
He says: 

The great change (in prices) Js in the domestic fabrics on both 
suitings and overcoatings. I should say the average increase is 15 
to 20 per cent for the materials, so that affecting men's wearing 
apparel for the fall and winter season of 1923 a suit or overcoat which 
sold formerly for $30 retail wm have to bring $35. 

So on suits of clothes an increased price of $5 has already 
been reflected. This is not hearsay, but from a manufacturer 
who states how the increase is brought about. 

But, Mr. President, I can not and will not longer take the 
time of the Senator from ::Mississippi. I ask permission that 
certain very important and enlightening communications which 
I have from the Fair Tariff League, from two clothiers, and 
two other communications showing the effect of the Fordney
McOumber tariff b1ll In Increasing prices may be in. erted in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. SMOOT. Before tlfat ts done I desire to say a word. 
Mr. HARRISON. I <lo not want to lose the :fioor. 
Mr. S~IOOT. If the Senator does not want to yield, I shall 

object to the communications being printed in the RECORD. I 
<lo not care, of cow·se, whether they are printed in the RECORD 
or not; but if they are to go in, I want them to go in with the 
very distinct understanding as to whom the communications 
are from. When that ls made known I shall have no objection 
to the communications being printed in the RECORD. 

l\lr. HARRISON. I do not want to lose the floor. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have no purpose to camou

flage the authors of the communications. 
:i\Ir. Sl\IOOT. If the Senator will let me make a short state

ment, I sha11 not object. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. One communication is from 

the Fair Tariff League; another from M. Stein Co., of Baltimore; 
another from William Goldman, of New York; and two other 
communication.-, one from the United States Sugar Association, 
and one from Spokane, Wash. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. I wish to show what the Fair Tarltf League ls. 
I want to say to the Senate that the Fair Tariff' League is 
nothing more nor Jess than :!\Ir. H. E. l\liles; that is all there 
is to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. l\fr. President, I decline to yield. 
:!\fr. SMOOT. Then, if I can not make the statement, I shall 

object to the communications going in the RECORD. 
Mr. HARRISON. I merely do not wish to lose the floor. I 

will yield to the Senator if I do not lose the floor. 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. I wish to say further to the Senator from 

:i\Iassachuset~ that, coming from the source it does, I deny the 
statement as to woolen goods. I say that it is not true. I 
would not ask Senators to take my woru for it, for I could proYe 
it now if I bad the time. . 

Mr. Pre. ident, with that statement the communications may 
go into the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communiea
tions will he printed in the RECORD. 

The communications referred to are as follows: 

Hon. DA >ID I. WALSH, 

UNITED STATER SUG.&.R A.SSOCIATIO:-i, 
New York, March :!, 1923. 

f:11ited rstates Senate, Washlngto1i, D. 0. 
HONORABLB Sm: Observing that the Brookhart resolution to invest!· 

uate the sugar situation has somewhat stirred up matte1·s and that 
you were confliderate enough to insert my communication, I thought I 
\vould add a few observations in anticipation of what Senator ::3HOOT 
might ba>e to say. 

The price of 96° raw sugar to-day is 5.62; cents per pound and the 
duty, cost, and freight to be added ls 1.78l! cents per pound, making 

basfs ot New York price of refined, 9 cents plus freight charge; in 
Colorado, Utah, Montana, Michigan, Nebraska, Wyoming, and other 
States, which ranges between 1 cent and 1.84 cents per pound more. 
They are therefore taking advantage of the rise on the cost of raw cane 
sugars to refiners to raise their prices though their raw product 
cost has been constant at 2.14 cents per pound. As the cost of beet 
factories to make refined, wheu they have secured their raw J,)roduct at 
2.Ho cents per poun~ is no more than Hi cents per pound, their total 
cost to produce Is 3.64 cents per pound, leaving them a margin between 
cost and seJling pl'fce of 5.:36 cents per pound at 9 cents, 6.36 cents per 
pound at 10 cents, and 7.20 cents per founu at 10.84 cents per pound 
in contrast to a cane refiners• margin o 1.~l cents per pound at presen"f 
pr1c~s ,of 9 cents. Such prices mean 11 cents to 12 cents per pound 
retail m the Western States where beet sugar is producer] in snrplns 
quantities. Ev'en if cane refiners were extorting abnormal profits, the 
beet factories a1·e profiting to a. greater extent as the,v follow all ad
vances and sell upon the basis of the New York refined price, and their 
margin of profit is from 5 to 7 times tba t oi cane refiners. 

.The tariff adds 2 cents to every pound und ls responsible /or 2 cents 
of the cost. It removed, sugar would now be selling at 7 cents in
stead of 9 cents. If reduced 1 cent, sugar would be selling at 8 cents 
ins~ead of 9 cents, as it would cost refiners just so much J~s-s for 
theIT raw product, and they could afford to offer It just so much less. 

I observe that Senator SMOOT returns to the old charge that re
finers now control the raw production of Cuba. and are themsPlves 
raising the price of the raw product. In his spooch of August 7 last, 
Senator SllOOT attempted to show that a refining group controlled 
2,331,03t; tons of the Cuban production. Tbis was answe1·ed by Mr. 
Rubino in his article "Sugari the proposed high duty." The complete 
story, pages 20 to 27, where n he shows that individuals who may be 
stockholders Jn refineries a1·e interested Jn Cuban companies which 
produce M0,000 tons instead of 2,331;035 tons, and that the grou11 
charge of 'l'ruman G. Palmer and Senator Sl\IOOT is absurd. As a 
matter of fact, a refine.r's profits depend upon the low price at which 
he may obtain raw sugars; the more ·he pays the less his profits. 
So if h~ went extensively into the raw productlou he would be doing 
so at the expense of his refining business.- One business would be 
operating against the other. For this i·eason neither .Arbuckle, Federal, 
Peun, or Savannah refineries, as well as National, have any raw sugal' 
interests whatever. It is a simple business proposition with them 
not to have a raw sugar inte1·est compete with . thefr refining interests. 

Let Senator Sl\IOOT exp.lain how It was that sugar advanced fl'om 
6.25 to 9 cents per pound since the passage oi the taritl bill, when 
he attempted to show that the price woulll decline; how the price 
of sugar went up during the very tlme that Louisiana and domestic 
came on the market, when he said that the price invariably de
clined durln_g this pe1·iod, and what benefit the farme1· derives at a 
price of $5.65 per ton with sugar selUng at 10 and 11 cents tu 1923, 
when the farmer was getting $5.84 pe1• ton . in i 1912 and $~.69 pe1· 
ton in 1913 when average prices tor refined were 5.04 and 4.278 
cents, respectively, an1J why the factories do not Rhare the bene.fits 
of tariff "itb the farmer when their profit from 1t on 268.4 pounds or 
sugar extracted from a ton of beets In 1922 at 2 cents per pound ls 
$ri.268 per ton ln itself, and the

0
y pay the farmer but $5.65 per ton e\·en 

when they sell thelr frngar at 1 cents per pound. 
Thanking you for the consldet•atlon given my communication and 

trusting that the Jnclosed may se1·ve to fUrtber embarrass any of the 
high tart.tr advocates who may attempt to defend tbeil' position on 
sugar tariff, I beg to remain, 

UNITED STATES SUGAR ASSOCIATIO~. 
By M. DOnAN, ..:1.Bslstant Secretary, 

NEW YORK, Februa1·y 1S, 19:!., . 
Hon. DAVID I. WALSH, 

. Uttited Stutes Senato, Washi-nyton, D. 0. 
DE.AR SE:s.ATOR WALSH: I p1·omised to write you a little later con

cerning the advances on other articles of wool manufacture and al o 
concerning the opening prices on suitings, which were generally opened 
Jnst week. 

With regard to the latter, the fancy suitings opened by the American 
Woolen Co. retlected p1·Ice advances ranging from 15 to 20 per cent 
over thOde of a yeru· ago, anll that about re:tlects the situation generally 
throughout the market on other lines. One worsted manufacturP_r 
making very fine suitings told me that if he marked his goods on the 
basis of the existing price of ~ool, they would have to be 2ri cents :i 
yard higher, a ditrerence of pe.rhaps 6 or 7 per cent. l'ractlealJy all 
manufacturers have stated that they are not selling their O'oods o;n. a 
ba!-:iis of the existing wool market; that they are all figuring their wool~ 
on the basts of actual cost ; and practically all of them provlded s fock' 
to make their goods out of several months ago. · 

I have spoken to one of tile largest manufacturers of woolen ~ Ullller~ 
wear. lie tells me that on aU-wool underwear the advance is 20 pe1· 
cent; that the great bulk of the business, howeve1·, is done 011 part
woolen underwen.r

1 
and the advances range from 10 per cent on this 

class of mercband se, depending upon the quantity of wool used. 
With 1·egard to hosiery, he tells me that the situation is somewhat 

confu. ed on account of some dislocation in this industry due to the 
style factor and the competition with the silk-hosiery business, but h~ 
sail\ that the situation wouJd not be dltl.'erent than it is in underwear 
if the manufacturer had to go out and buy his wool and sell it on his 
usual percentage of mark up. 

I have spoken to another very large manufacturer of sweaters. They 
specialize in the manufacture of a Rweater coat that is sold all over 
the country in a very large way at $6 at retail. Ile says the price for 
the coming fall will be $7.50 at retail, and it be were to buy wool on 
the present market it would have to be higher. 

• • • • • • 
Very truly yours, Wu. GoLDH!N. 

duty-paid price 7.41 cents per pound. The price of refined ls 9 cents 
M. STEIN & Co., 

Baltlt1iot·e, Md .. , F'ebrua1·y :eo, 1923. 
per pound lt>ss 2 per cent or net price of 8.82 cents per pound. Thus Hon. DAVID J. WALSH, 
refiners margin is 1.41 cents per pound to cover cost of refining, mar- United States .~enate, Washington, D. a. 
ketlng, brokerage, and profit, which does not display extortion on the MY DE.AR SENATOR: Pursuant to conversation we had on the train 
part of refiners. last week, and in compliance with your request tor lntormatJon as to 

On the other haml, according to Weather, Crops, and Ma1·kets issue increased prices on domestic and Imported woolen and worsted fabric&, 
of December 23, 1922, the average price eald beet farmers by beet fac- :rn<l what effect the increased price will have upon suits nnd over
tories for a ton of beets containing lo.50 per cent of sugar from coats, lwg to say that notwithstanding that the duty on importe~ 
whlch 13.17 per cent of refined sugar, or 263.4 pounds, were extracted fabrics untler tlle new tariff bill is much higher, there ls only a 
was $5.6G. Thus the beet factories have secured their raw product r.hange of about 20 per cent increase on imported woolens and worsteds 
at an average of 2.14 cents per pound and are now selling it on the I when landed here. 
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Tbe gr·eat C'hange is in t he domestic .fabric on both suitings and 

o>erco:1.fing , I should say the average. rncrease is 15 per- cent to · 20 
per cent for the material, so that .all'ecting men's wearin~ apparel for 
the fall and winter season of 1923, a suit or- overcoat which sold, will 
sa'\' . for $30 retuil will have to · bring $&5. 

The $5 increase, for your inrormation, I wlll say, is made up as 

folJ?h';s ~·oolen or worsted fabric that would go into a $30 retail suit 
co. tin"' la t yea11 an avorage of. $3 a yard will cost now 20 per cent 
more, "or ·s.60 a yard. Thi& increasP., together. with a minimum ?f 
20 per cent i11crease on trlmmingA that goes mto a . garment, will 
mt-an that the manufaeturet• · will have to charge the retail m~chant 
at Jr.a.,t 3 more fo:t the garmenti, and the retailer; of course, mll ask 
about ~5 more. . 

The same percentage of lncreRse prevailiJlg iJl the highest~ priced 
garments will mean that the manufacturers will bave to ask $0 to 5.6 
more of the retailer, who in turn will have to add $10 to the retail 
price over last year. . 

lf there ts nnythlng- .addition l that you woulll like to know, I will be 
glad to hear from you. 

Yours very truly, M. STEI)I. 

SPOKA)!E, w ASH., January £9, 1~3. 
Ho:-<. SENATOR W bSH, 

WasMngton, D. 0. 
I recently noted an article which appeared in the Associated Press 

dispatches, published in our little pa.per here, regaOOillg what Sena tor 
SMOOT had to dlY about the highbrows objecting to the Republic:m . 
Party' tariff of 31 cents per pound on wool1 etc., not increasing the 
co t of a suit of clothes to any extent. His talk al;Jont only ~he high
brows objecting is all bunk, and his statement is misleading, inasmuch 
as he would figure out that my wool suit of clothes would cost me 
onlv ~1.24 more. Senator SMOOT is trying to throw sand in the 
peo'ple'l's eyes for the benefit of the woolgrowet·. I am a Republican in 
politics but I could never support a party which would plaoe a tarlff, 
o:q wooi, hide , etc., where a very, veq- few- people are · benefi.ted at the 
expc.nse of. 110,000,000 American cltiZens. The $1.24 tariff' on the 
4 pounds of wool in my suit of clothes, nt Spokane, works out 
about a.s follows: 
Tiu•iJf on the 4 pounds ot wooL---------------------------- $1. 24 
PluA the American Woolen Cols expenses and . profit manufactur-

ing and selling the cloth, .45 per cenL---·------------------ . 56 

Pln~ th~ clothing manu~acturers' cost, 40 per cent-·------------

~' ..._ c, . 
Plus the 'wholesale"' i:lothing company's expenses, freight, profit, 

etc., SO per cent- =--------------------------------------
. ·-- · ~ ·-

LBO 
• 72 

2.5:3 

• 7G 

3. 28 
Plu the retailer's freight, expenses of selling, and profit, 60 per 
rent---------------------~-------------~----~------- 1.~7 

5. 25 
That is about the wa7 ft works out, .and when I buy my suit of 

clothes .here it has a cost of $5.25 to $6 more for the $1.2-! tariff on the 
wool in my suit of clothes. Of c.aurae, we know it should not, but it 
does. In reality; we figul'e about $6 on ea-eh man's suit. 

Respectfully,. 
J, COURT!'fEY. 

WASH~>GTON, D. C., MMch s, 19VJ. 
Hon. D .\YID I. WALSH, . 

[hiited tates Senate, Wa.:> hingtot1, D. <J. 
· :llY ~ ..,z.'ATOB r WALsa- ~ Answertng-your inquiry as to changes in 

price~ in· recent months. and in. putlcular • since · th~ pas.sage of the. 
Fordney-MrCumber tariff law September 22, 1922, I sul>mlt the- fol· 
lomnir ~._i · · · 

The Division of Built.ling and llousin~ of the Department of Com
merce: iii u recent ta.ble, shows that a six:-room house made of· brick , 
adnrnced 9 pe1· cent 1n cost from July last to January last; a. six7room. 
fram e hou, e, 10 per cent; and a typical factory building 15 per cent. 

A table re-centl. preps.red by the Bureau· of Labor 'Statistics· of the 
D parbnent of, Commerce shows that plate glass from 8 · to 5 inches . 
sqHn~~ advancetl 10 pei: cent fr.om August to December last. These 
pi(>¢~ . it should be- noted, are cut out of Ja.rge broken pieces. Pieces 
if fo to square feet advanced 22 per cent. Single A window glass · 
adY need 9.fl per cent and single B i 6 per cent. Lumber has advanced 
9 · per" cent. Common brlc.k and cement which w~re left on . the free · 
list, nd>ancetl 2 per cent only, while the high-protected articles like 
glass advanced from 6 per cent to 22 per cent. Nails advanced 11 per 
cent ; tl·uctural -steel, 11 p~r cent; steel bars for reinforcing, 13 per 
Cl'nt. Sin~ these Deeemboc advances there liave been further con-
id rable advance in the meta.L market. It seems clear that the 

makers of hea>y steel products will get all or most of the $351,000,000 
per annum tllat our experts figured that the Fordney iaw permits 
th1•m to add to their ·pri<lf>.s. The enl:fre steel· market is very firm and 
priet>>i atlnmclng to an alumlng extent, in the 'judgment of manut'ac
tur('rS nnd others.. The For.dney-McCumber tarill' law raised the duty 
on file~ from 2:'> per cent to 44 per cent, an increase of 19 points. Prices 
we1•e immedintl.'ly increased"15 per cent-, or th1~e-fourths ot the tarttf 
increase. · · 

The entire · taclfI increas was. added to the price uf. ·aluminum almo.st 
immediately, one advance being 2 cents. per pound .and the next ad
vance 3 cents. The pl'lce of domestic ah1mir1um to-day is the English 
price plu the duty plus freight to New York on the competltlYe Eng
lish product. 

Lead incren ed 40 per cent; zinc, 8.8 p~ cent; antllllony, 30 per 
cent; and aluminum, 27 per cent These advances are from .September 1 
to Janna-i-y ·4 last. Of'· the steel alloys ·used to- make automobiles and · 
other manufactured products lighter and ·stronger, prices have advanced 
gi;eatly, some harlng doubled in price.. 

Knlt underwear has increru:ed 15 per cent. Clothing generally has 
increased 15 pe-r cent. Some woolen goods are being -ofr'el'ed at appar
ently old· pt"".lce , bu · they aro of cbea:pe1~ quality, with mow • of cotton 
u.ud shoddy .in them.. 

Cotton cloths have allvanced from 20 to 25 per cent; fr9m one.Jlfth. 
t<f one-fourth of thl!< advance i. due to increase i1l rnw matmal, the 
re;it .principally tlue to the tariff. lndian•d cotton sheeting_, a well
koown brand, has advanced 22$ pee cent. Some cheap sateens for 

womMJ's wear nnd fo1· men's sleeve linings; hav advanced about 50 per 
cent. Certain English cotton spinners have expre<>set.l satn:taction at 
om: high ratesi salring that they restrict h~r iru.p~rtat.ions, which arc 
only $10,000,0uO per year, but they les.-en our competition in other 
countrie& to which England exports $500,000,000 worth. Linens haw·· 
advanced in this period 3 cent.<:; pe-r yrird ; ordinary damask. I) per cent; 
linen canvas, o cents pe1· yard. 

• • • • • • • 
. The Jo?"rnal of Commerce of New York City in January last pub

lished a hst of about 75 chemicals on which t h duties were advanced 
ill the Fordney law. All I.mt one bad added ·all or most of tile increa11e 
in the duty to the prke. Of 1rnother list of 13 urng~ nd chemicalt>, 
!each had added all or most of the duty. Of another ll, t of five chemi· 
1cals that were put on the free list, the price bad decreased on each. 
· Very truly yours, · 

F..UR TARIFF LE.AGUE, 
(Signed) II. E. MILES, Ohainnaiz. 

Mr. JO.l\TE.S of New l\Iexico. Mr. President, will t he Senator 
;from llississippi yield to me for just a moment? 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President--
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, let us have the- regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from :Mississippi will 

proceed. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I wa.s perfectly willing. to 

yield to the Senator from New York who I thought was going 
'to report the resolution introduced day before yesterday by the 
Senator from Iowa [1\lr. BRooKHART] to investigate the iu
~rease in the price of sugar. I am wUliug, now to yield to him, 
but a point of order would probably l>e made against me, nnd -
I do not want to lose tbe floor. 

l\Ir. CURTIS. I understand the Secretary of Commerce has 
a large appropriation for this purpose· and he intend:; to in
ivestigate the subject,.. and, therefore, I demand the regular 
prder. 
· Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, it is perfectly appropri
~te-
1 l\Ir. CALDER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
. Mr. HARRISON. I want to. proceed for juSt a few minutes . 
\Does the Senator from New York want to ask. a question? 

l Mr. CALDER. I have a resolution. whlch I desire to report. 
l\lr. HARRISON. Wliat resolution,. may I ask'/ 

i Mr. CALDER The sugar resolution. I am prepared to re
;,;>ort that resolution if it is in oL-der. 
i Mr. HARRISON. The Senator: refers to the resolution to 
investigate the sugar situation? 

Mr. CALDER. Yes. 
I 1\fr. HARRISON. I will yield for that purpose, unless I will , 
thereby lose the floor. 
' l\Ir. CURTIS. I demand the regular order. 

1 
l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. What is the regulRL· 01·der? 
~Ir. CURTIS. The Senato]} from, Wisconsin· knows what is 

the regular orde1· as well as I do. 
l\lr. LA FOLLETTE. I know there is a regular system here 

o block this investigation of the sugar trust. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senat-0r from Mi"sis.sippi llas 

Ile floor. He has not yielded to anyone. 
Jllr. KING. Mr. President--

~ 
l\Ir. CURTIS. I demand the regular 01·der. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 'Mlssissippi will 

roceed. · 
l\Ir. KING. I ask unanimous consent, if the Senator will 

yield, that the Senator from New York be permitted· to report 
the resolution just referred to. 
1 ~h·. CURTIS. I den;iand the regula1· order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from l\Iississippi will 
proceed. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. P.resldent, it is perfectly appropriate 
that during the last 35 minutes of the Cengress the distinguished 
1
senator from Utah, who is known1to stand for high-priced sugar 
to the consumers of the country, should have spent tbis time 
in a defense of the increase in the price of sugar, whether it 
came by virtue- of a trust in Cuba or by virtue of ·a trust in this 
country. At the last CongTess, when we had thoroughly· dis· 
cusBed this whole sugar problem, after those of us on this side 
nnd i::om0J <ln the other side hnd joined hands to prt>vent the in
creased tariff rate on sugar going into tho tu.riff bill, the Senator· 
!from Utah saw· fit. during the last minutes ot' a dying Congress, 
Ito Tise in his place and make an extensive • speech defending 
the tariff. on sugar. I pointed out :night before last that in all 
probubility during the last minutes of this Congress, when no. 
one would have a chance to, reply, he would follow the same 
!Policy. That prophesy has come true. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator must know tbat I had no chance 
1to spe.ak earlier,. on- a.ccount of the filibuster that took place' 
llere y~ terda~ afternoon and evening, , 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator had n.o cha.nee hacau P he 
.and othe.es were trying to put down our throats the ship sub
sidy bill--

llr. SMOOT. Not at all. 
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Mr. HARRISON. When everybody knew for weeks that they 
had no chance to do it, and if they had stopped sooner we could 
have gone along in an orderly wny, and many of the bills that 
have died on the calendar, '"''Jtich you promised your constit
uents to pass, could have been passed. 

Mr. President, I am sorry that it has been uecessary 
to say that even during the closing hours of a Congress, when 
everybody except a Republican Senator should feel good because 
Congress is at an encl. [Laughter ln the galleries.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The occupants of the galleries must 
preserve order. 

SENATOR JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS. 

Mr. HARRISON. l\Ir. President, I may say that personally 
I am very sorry that many of my colleagues on the other side 
will be here no more. PoliticaJly, of course, I am glad; but, 
..Mr. President, I have i·isen to-day to speak very briefly of 
one gentleman whose departure from this body is universally 
regretted. 

Few men ever entered this Chamber better prepared by edu
cation and training and natural ability to render great public 
iservice than did my distinguished colleague, JOHN SHA.BP WIL
LIAMS. Possessing a towering intellect, a store of ready in
formation that is inexhaustible, a sharpness, a quickness, and 
a richness in debate that is as attractive as it is effective, it 
was natm·al that during his 30 years of congressional life he 
should have risen to the leadership of his party in the House 
and a commanding position in this body. 

His peculiarity of style, his grace and purity of diction, his 
clearness of imagery, his thorough understanding of economic 
and diplomatic problems, both national and international, en
riched the debates of the Senate and the literature of our coun
try. A picturesque and unique character, he will be greatly 
missed from this .Chamber and the public life of the Nation. 
He voluntarily retired from public service. He could have re
mained here as long a he lived. There was not the slightest 

·sign of opposition to him upon the political horizon when he an
nounced his intention to retire. He goes back to his people, 
whom he loved and served so long and faithfully. 

Mr. President, the heart of ~lississippi to-day is heavy be
cause of the retirement of her mightiest statesman. Not only 
Mississippi but the Nation, as well as civilization, needs him 
at this hom; but he has followed his own inclination, callous 
·to tempting and highly remunerative offers, he chose to go back 
to his plantation in Yazoo, where he might live anew with his 
old friends, might play with his grandchildren, listen to the 
stories of trusted colored servants and field hands, and hear, 
as he has beautifully said, the chorus of his mocking birds, and 
pluck from his own garden, with his own hands, his own 
tlowers, kissed by the southern dews. 

I am sure I voice the sentiments of not only the people of 
Mississippi but those of every Member of this body and a large 
part of the country in expressing these few words of regret at 
his retirement and warmest good wishes for a long life and 
happiness. 

FEDERA.L FARM LOAN BOARD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives, which 
'Yill be read. 

The Assistant Secretary read the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
466) to provide an additional appropriation for the Federal 
Ji'n rm J,oan Board for the fiscal year 1924, as follows : 

Reso11:ec1, etc., That the sum of $24,000 is appropriated, out of any 
lltoney in 1 he 'I1·easur~· not otherwise appropriated, for the fiscal year 
t>Dding June 30. 1924, to P.rovicle payment for the following additional 
positions in the Federal If arm Loan Board : Two members at the rate 
of $10,000 each and two private secretaries at the rate of $2,000 each. 

~Ir. :McLEAN. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
cousideration of the joint resolution. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

)Jr. SMOOT. If it leads to no discussion, I shall not object. 
It ought to be passed. 

:Mr. BURSUl\1. What is the proposition, Mr. President? 
~fr. .McLEAN. It provides the compensation for the two new 

members of the Federal Farm Loan Board agreed to by the 
action we took yesterday. 

Tlle VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
pas ed. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
l\Ir. LODGE submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. -173), 

which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 10. 
Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the 

Vice President to join a similar committee appointed by the House 
of Representatives to wait upon the President of the 'Cnited States 
and inform him that the two Houses, h·aving complPted the busine s 
of the present session, are ready to adjourn unless the Pre~iuent bas 
some further communtcation to make to them. 

The YICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. LODGE and :\Ir. ItoB
INSON as the committee on the part of the Senate under the 
resolution. 

COMMISSION° OF GOLD A~D SILVER INQL'IRY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to the pro-visions of 8en
ate Resolution 469, creating the Commission of Goltl and Sil-ver 
Inquiry, the Chair appoints the following Senator members of 
the commission: Mr. NICHOLSO~, Mr. 0DDIE, Mr. GOODING, ~lr . 
w ALSH of Montana, and l\Ir. PITTMAN. 

ADJUSTMENTS OF CONGRESSIO~AL SALARIES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to section 10 of the act 
(H. R. 14435) making appropriations to provide additional com
pensation for certain civilian employees of the Governments of 
the United States and the District of Columbia during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, the Chair appoints Mr. \VAR· 
REN, Mr. SMOOT, and Mr. OVERMA.N as members on the part o:f 
the Senate of the joint committee of Congre s to investigate 
and report to Congress on the first day of the next regular 
session what adjustments, if any, should be made in the com
pensation of the officers and employees of the Senate and House 
of RepresentatiYes, including joint committees and joint com
missions, the office of the Architect of the Capitol, the legis
latfre drafting service, and the Capitol police. 

SENATOR CHARLES A. Ol7LBERSON. 
Mr. SHEPP ARD. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourns 

to-day my colleague, the senior Senator from Texas rMr. 
CuLHEnsoN], will retire from this body, after a service of 24 
years. In point of sustained efficiency, industry, and effective 
statesmanship that service is notable in our country s annals. 

Before coming to the Senate he had been governor and at
torney general of Texas, and in these capacities Jind made so 
brilliant a record as to win, not only the devotion of the people 
of Texas, but the attention and the approval of the Nation. 

Entering the United States Senate immediately upon the 
conclusion of his official career in Texas, he soon established 
himself in the front rank of this as embly. For almost a quar
ter of a century he has maintained that relation here-hoBored, 
beloved, his counsel valued, his judgment sought. He ha been 
the official leader of his party on the floor, his period of com
mand proving an asset and an inspiration to the fighting 
Democracy. 

I need not review on this occasion his memorable labors for 
Texas and the Nation. His stainless conduct, his engaging per
sonality, his fidelity to the public interest, his intellectual 
strength, his amazing grasp of detail, and bis ability to reduce 
the most complicated problems to the crystal clearness of a 
simple formula, evidenced no less by his success at the bar 
than by his efforts in executive and legislative positions, ex
emplify what is best in American character and achieYement. 
I have risen more especially to express the sadness I feeJ , and 
which I know the Senate feels, in witnessing his departure from 
this arena, on which he has reflected a luster in keeping with 
its brightest traditions. 

THE TARIFF AND THE FARMER. 

l\1r. JONES of New l\1exico. Mr. President, in connection 
with the discussion between the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SMOOT] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], I 
have here an article which appeared in the American Farm 
Bureau Federation Weekly News Letter discussing the tariff 
in its relation to the farmers of the country. I ask permission 
that this article may. be printed in the RECORD in eight-point 
type. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
[From the American Farm Bureau Federation Weekly i'\ews Letter of 

January 11, 1923.] 
MORE COST THAN GAIN IN TARIFF-NET Loss TO AGlllCULTllllE 18 

ESTillIATED .AT $300,000,000. 
This tariff study is submitted by the department of research 

as a final summary of conclusions on the tariff situation. 
This study of the tariff was undertaken for the purpose of 

appraising the effect of a protective tariff on the income and ex
penditures of the farmers of the country, having special refer-
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ence to the tariff of 1922. This involved two tasks-first, to 
determine to what exten farmers as producers are benefited by 
import duties on their own products through resultant increases 
in market prices; and second, to estimate the increased cost of 
commodities purchased by farmers, whether agricultural or in
dustrial products, attributable to the existing tariff. In the 
foregoing ai'tides of the series an analysis of the relation of 
each of the more important farm products to the tariff has been 
made; a general discussion of the effects of import duties on 
prices of the products of other industries has been presented. 
In the present article a summary of conclusions will be set 
forth and an estimate of tariff gains and costs based on a final 
scrutiny of the data at hand will be offered, which, it is be
lieved, indicates reliably, though roughly, the net financial sig
nificance of the new tariff for the general farming community. 

. For the purpose of this presentation the tariff schedules may 
!Jest be divided into two groups: Those relating to farm prod
ucts and those relating to other commodities. In the first 
0 Toup farmers generally are interested both as producers and 
~s co~sumers; in the second group they are interested directly 
only as conswners. 

AGRICULTGBAL SCREDt.:LES INVOLVE BOTH GAINS AND LOSSES. 

Taking up first the schedules relating to agricultural prod
uct~, it is to be noted that certain of the <luties carried will 
increase the value of products to the benefit of tllose farmers 
who produce the given product, and tllereby increase the cost 
of li\ing or of operation for other farmel's purchasing that 
product in raw or manufactured state. On the whole, however, 
it is estimated that gains to producers will outweigh increases 
to farm consumers of farm products. 'rhe accompanying table 
pre ents the figure. in detail for each gronp of commodities 
ac ·or<led protection in the pre:::;ent law. 

The bases of the:'!e various estimates and a resume of gen
eral conclusion regarding each line of product-derived chiefly 
from tlJe foregoing spe ·ial article of this series-follow: 

Table show·ing estitnated 1·esults of tariff on farm products. 

\\'he.at . .... ....•.............•..••.••........ 
01 her cereals ...•.•..........•••.•........... 
~11$'ar .....................•......••....•..••. 
Dairy and poultry products ................. . 
'\VooL ...................................... . 
Cal tle .........•..•.............. - . - .. · · • · . · · · 
'£obacco .......................... -... -..... . 
Flax.~eed and linset>d oil ..................... . 
.M isrellaneous products: 

Lemons .... .... .. .............. . ... ..... . 
Almonds ........••••......••......•...... 
Walnuts .. .. .....•• .... ..... ..•...•.• •. ... 
Miscellaneous fruits and vegetables ...... . 

~~~e~seed.: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Total miscellaneous .... ........ .. ..... . 

Tot.al farm products .......... . ...•....... 

::\et gain to agriculture, $29,900,000. 

Gain. 

$10, 000, OOJ 
J,000,000 

45,800,000 
3,000, 000 

37,W0,000 
1, 500, 000 

10,000,000 
3, 500,000 

5,000,000 
500,000 

' ] 500 000 
l;ooo;ooo 

500, 000 
4,000,000 

12, 500,000 
124, 800, ()()(} 

/ THE WHEAT TARIFF. 

Cost to Cost to a.11 
farmers. consumer~. 

$3, 000,000 $12, 000, 000 
;;oo,OJO l,500,000 

4S, 100,000 192, 4.00, 000 
__ ____ __ _ ..... 9,000,000 
'Zl,300,000 91,000, ()()() 

1,000,000 1, 800,000 
5,::J00,000 53,000,000 
2, 700,000 . 9,000,000 

} 2,000,000 17,000,000 

!i,000, 000 5, 000,000 
7,000,000. 22,000,000 

94., 900, 000 391, 700, 000 

As the United States is an exporter of wheat the general im
pression is that an import duty is useless as a means of increas
ing uome. ·tic price'. Little exception can IJe taken to this state
ment of tlle case as regards winter wheat. .A. complication 
arises, howeYer, in the fact that llard spring wheat is at times 
imported as a premium grade from Canada for mill consump
tion in this country. .An import duty is probably in some years 
of material benefit to American spring wheat growers. The 
facts regarding imports, exports, and consun;.ption of tbis prod
uct are not aYailable. The general situation which determines 
the price for it, howeYer, seems to be tllis: lJnder conditions of 
f 1·ee trade the price of spring, as well as winter, wheat is based 
on the LiYerpool quotation; neitlJer American nor Canadian 
spring crops can sell much aboYe the price prevailing at Liver
pool, given freedom of shipment across the border, though they 
may sell either above or below \.Yinter wheat, depending on the 
relatiYe volume of spring anu winter production. In the second 
place, production of spring wheat in the United States has been 
vractically tationary for the past 20 years, which p~obably ac
counts for the fact that in three out of the last six years quite 
considerable quantities of Canadian wheat have been imported 
antl ground-and presumably consumed in this country. Now, 
ghen such conditions, there will be a natural tendency for 
prices of American spring wheat to rJse abo'e the Liverpool 
base whenever the crop of that grain falls below the average 
or when the crop of winter wheat or of Canadian spring wlleat 
is unusually large. That is, tllere will be in the United States 
a local relatirn shortage of spring wheat not existing in the 
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world market, with consequent tendencies toward bulging 
prices. Free entry of Canadian grain levels down this tendency 
and the existence of a tariff barrier against that grain allo\YS 
the domestic situation to secure its logical effect. 

CROP OF 1921 AFFECTED. 

There is evidence that the tariff did maintain tlle price of 
northern spring wheat above world levels in the season of 1921 
and 1922, as it remained consistently above Canadian pl'ices 
fo.r Manitoba as well as above· domestic prices for red wLnter. 
This year, with a very large crop of spring wheat, the effect of 
the duty is apparently slight or probably entirely nil. The 
determination of a definite figure to represent benefits to 
growers is largely guesswork owjng to the complexity and 
obscurity of the factors involved. The amount here fixed upon, 
namely, $10,000,000 per year, can only be taken to indicate that 
the sum is small compared to the total value of output, taking 
the average of one . year with another. The cost to consumers 
in the form of higher prices for flour and mill feed is placed at 
$12,000,000, allowance being made for the increased cost of 
imported wheat. Of this amount $3,000,000, or 25 per cent, is 
allocated to farmers as consumers. 

OTHER CEREALS. 

Import duties on corn, oats, rye, barley, and rice are of little 
significance. Growers of buckwheat probably benefit somewhat 
from the duty on Canadian grain brought in mainly for feed. 
The duty on corn may occasionally be a minor factor when con
ditions faYor imports from Argentina, which is not the normal 
situation. as that country's surplus . will usually find a better 
market in Europe; and the tariff on oats and barley wlll prob
ably influence prices seasonally and locally along the Canadian 
border to a small degree. Gains to producers are estimated 
roughly at $1,000,000 per annum ; cost to consumers, incltlding 
increased cost of imported cereals, in which rice from the 
Orient figures most largely, at $1,500,000; and cost to farm 
consumer at $500,000. 

SUGAR. 

There can be no question that the duty on sugar increases tlle 
price of that commodity to about the extent of the duty on 
Cuban 96° centrifugals, which was fixed in conference at 
1.7648 cents per pound. If it be assumed that the whole of 
this increase accrues to the growers, the addition to the value 
of their average production is $45,800,000 annually. There is, 
as pointed out in the article dealing with the sugar tariff, some 
question whether the manufacture1·s may not be able to retain 
some of this increment; but as there is no basis for estimating 
any definite proportion going to manufacturers, the whole 
amount is allocated to grnwers' gains. The cost to consumers, 
based on 1921 consumption figi.u-es, is $192,400,000, of which 
burden it is estimated that farmers as a group bear 25 per 
cent, making the increased cost of S\veets consumed on the 
farm $48,100,000. In these latter estimates it is assumed that 
only the amount of the Cuban duty is passed on to the con
sumer. As a matter of fact, the full rate of duty, which is 25 

. per cent higher than the Cuban preferential rate, applies to 
imports of refined sugar, as none is imported in the refined 
state from Cuba. Imports of refined sugar are usually negli
gible, and this excess protection accorded the manufacturer is 
here ignored, as its benefit can only be secured through price
fixing agreements, as to the existence of which nothing is here 
affirmed. 

DAIRY AND POULTRY PRODUCTS. 

The duties on this group of products are of slight importance 
to agriculture. The rates on milk and cream will probably 
influence materially prices received in the Boston territory. 
The duty on ' dried and frozen eggs will affect egg prices in ~ew 
York, especially in the early spring months and on the grades 
known as breaking stock. The cheese duty will increase the 
prices of European types, but this will be of no particular sig
nificance to the farmer, a·s he produces very little of such 
cheeses. The estimate of a gain of $3,000,000 to producers is 
based on the receipts of milk and cream at Boston, and of eggs 
at New York during the first six months of the year. The 
$D,000,000 cost-to-consumer figure includes increased cost of the 
products just named as well as the cost of the duty on imported 
and domestic European cheese. 

THE WOOI, DUTY. 

Roughly speaking, the duty of 31 cents per clean pound is 
added to the price of wool in our markets. This is equivalent 
to about 12.7 per grease pound on the average of domestic 
wools and means an increase of about $37,500,000 in growers' 
receipts, on the assumption that the farm price will he increased 
in the same amount as the market price. Furtller assuming 
that the exact equivalent of the duty is shifted onto the final 
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consumer-which ls probably more or less tllan the truth, ac
cording to market conditions-the cost to consumers is placed 
at $91000 000 · that is, 31 cents per pound on the total consump
tion of sdour~d wool. The farmer probably consume bis per 
capita share of wool, and 1li · increased clothing cost is accord
ingly figured at 30 per cent of the total co t, or $27,300,000. 

LIVE STOCK A~D YEATS. 

under present conditions import duties on animals and pack
ing-house products can have very little influence on the mar
ket . In the ea1·Iier study of the subject it was concluded that 
the duty on Canadian cattle would probably have some effect 
on the purely Jocal fluctuations in feeder cattle at St. Paul an'1. 
slaurrhter stuff at Buffalo. It has been rather arbitrarily as
suru~d that the operation of the duties will stimulate prices to 
the extent of (lne-fourth to one-half a cent a pound in the two 
mnrkets named and on the particular clasRes mentioned. From 
till· .tatistic .of feeder moYement at St. Paul and slaughtet· at 
Buffalo the benefits to producers are computed to be about $1,500,-
000 and the increased cost to consumers $1,800,000. Consumers of 
meat locally in the Buff'alo market will feel the effect of what
e\·er price increases result there, while the Corn-Belt feeders will 
shoulder tlle burden of any increase in cost of feeder cattle at 
St. Paul. lJ.'he latter item, therefore, $1,000,000, is charged as a 
co t to farm consumer . 

TOBACCO, 

The export and manufacturing types of tobacco, constituting 
the bum: of the cwp, are not subject to tariff influences. Cigar 
leaf can be but slightlv affected because the import cigar to
bnt os are of a different quality and not truly competitiw. 
Connecticut ''Tappers nre probnbly increased substantially in 
price by the $2.10 duty on Snmntra leaf with which they come 
in compPtition. How nn1ch the increase may be the-re is no 
was of determining. As what is believed to be a reasonable 
guess, based on general consideration of rates of dnt~-. p1·od11c
tion, and prire quotations, the probable benefit to producers is 
placed at $10,000,000. A.s the d1rty on some 85,000.000 pounds 
of Cuban Snmntrn and Turkish tobaccos imported a.nuuarty 
is undoubtedly added to the selling price of eigars and cigarette , 
the cost ot the tobacco duty to the consumer is much bigher than 
the ~ain to producers ::irnounting, Ofll the basis of duties a se. sed, 
to $53,000,000. Of tb~· 1() per cent is ass1gned to farmers as 
ccmsmners of cigars and cigarettes. 

O'I.LS AND OlL-BEARl "G MATERIALS. 

Whatever lllight l>e the effect of a general tariff ugainst wg~ 
table oil , the law as actually p11ssed can not materially benefit 
any farm producers save flaxseed growers. The flaxseed duty 
of '40 cents per bushel wm 110 doubt be genuinely protective. 

The effect on prices. however~ will be somewhat less thau the 
amount of the duty owing to the drawback privilege whereby 
crn llers secure a .refund of a portion of the duty on the ex
portation of lin eed meal or cake made from imported gmin. 
Comparative prices in the United States and Canalla over a 
period of several years indicate that tile differential in f:nor 
of the American market equals approri.mately four-fifth or 
tile amount of the duty. Thi . under the ne\V law, is 32 cents 
per bushel-us the nominal rate is 40 cents-which on an 
average production of 11,000,000 bushels gives us $3,500,000 as 
tbe ai1po.rent benefit to growers. Applying the same rate of in
creiu;e on the linseed oil consumption of the country the indi
ca tell cost is roughly $9,000,000, of which 30 per cent is charged 
as u cost to form consumers. It should, perhap ·, be noted that 
while 32 cenU: per bushel or theTeabouts is the ett'ective rate as 
regards the influence on the ilaxseed market, it may not be the 
effe ·tiye rate of increa e in linseed on prices. Th.is rnte on the 
see<:l 1s equivalent to about 1.7 cents per pound on oil. The 
uctual rate on imported 6il is 3.3 cents per ponn<'I. If the 
cru hers are uble to fake advantage of the lattet· rate,, tlle cost 
of the duty to consumers will be obnously about twice as much 
a the above estimate. 

Al ISCELLANE(}US PllODUCTS. 

Among the minor farm products a1·e several which will be 
m<>re or le, s influenced by the tariff. These include lemons, 
raisin • alrnonct , walnuts, elov~r seed, onions, and herup. Gross 
increases in producers' receipts a.re estimated at $12,500,000. 
In estimating increases in consumption costs imports not only 
of these iwouucts but of others not commercially produced in 
thi country, such as dates,. figs, pineapples, filberts, etc., 
must be taken into consideration. The figure ts placed at 
$22,000,000, taldng into consideration production, imports, nnd 
rate of duty. Cost to farm consumers is figured at $7,000,000, 
farmer~ being small purcha~ers of most of the commodities 
under consideration but the sole consumers of clover seed on 
which they nrn~t pay higller p1ices not only fo-r domestic but 
for iJUported seed. 

Considering the agricultnrnl schPdules as a whole, the esti
mated gains to producers is "124,800.00t.11. nnd the cost to farm
ers as consumers $94,900,000, lea vlng a net gain to agriculture 
from the tariff on its own products of $29,700,000. The total 
of costs to c011sumers of ~um prodnct is $391,900,000. These 
figures, while admittedly rough, probably approximate the tr.uth. 

To estimate the effeets of the ta1·1ff on the market prices of 
other commodities, as ha been done for ::.gricultural products, is 
far from a simple matter. It can not be carried out to an un
limited extent by the method which has been followed in the 
case of farm products; namely, by n detailed analysis of com
petitive conditions, prices, production, and consumption for all 
the indiYidual products of all branches of nn industry. To 
undertake such an investigation to determine the eff'ect of the 
tariff in all industries-manufacturing. mining, and so forth
tbat operate in the United States would be far beyond the re
sources of this department; and no adequate inquiry of that 
ehnracter has been mnde by any agency thus tar. Hence if any 
attempt to estimate in dollar au.d cents the cost of the ta.rift' to 
the farmer as a consumer of the product of other lnd11stries bt! 
made, it must be by recourse to some other method. 

QUESTIO~ OF COS'l' TO CO "S'GMJlP.S, 

Smreral estimates of the cost of the tariff to consumer have 
been put forth, from which the total cost to farmers might he 

1 derived by estimating his sl1are in con nmption of dutiable com
modities. No particular basis for these estimntes eerns, how
ever, to be discoYerable and they are therefore ignored. The 
only baeis that a.ppear:s to be available for any reasonably saie 
estimate of the sort is the cost-to-con ·ume1· figure above IH't>
sented for agricultural products. The cost of su<'h commodities 
is increased by import duties to tbe extent of , ome $392.000.000 
according to our estimates. Tbif'l is a h'iHe OY(>r 2 per cent of 
the average total valu~ of the output of tlle farms. It might hP 
assumed that the cost of other products woulct he increa$ed iP 
like ratio, whereby the increased cost to eon umer~ conk! he 
computed. Such a.n a~ umption, it- is bl"liev-ed, would be tt 
minimum. 

The assumption is here made. anct the cost is o computed. 
The ayernge Yalue of gross output (>f all indu 'tries otlwr tlrnn 
egt·icnlture is nbout $65,000,000,000; applying the ratio :i cer
tained for farm pi'oducts, the re nlt ii:; ., 1.323.000.0ClO, whieh by 
this computation is the cost of the tariff on other than farm 
products to American co11sumer~. 

ll'ARl\fllRS' SHA.RE 25 rEn CEXT. 

Now, as to the particm of this tax which falls upon the 
farmer consumer. In the estimute relating to agl'i<:ultural 
products it will be noted that the share of tile cost-to-consumer 
figure allocated to farm cousumer. · is a little unde1· ~5 per cent 
of the total. The 25 per cent sbnre , N'm ·· reasonable on or her 
grounds. The income of farmers is estimated b;v the ~utional 
Bureau of Economic Re arch as 18 per cent of the national 
income. Their purchasing power woul() therefore be 18 per 
cent of that of the whole country; as purchaser of ordinal'y 
consumers' goods at retall, however, the-y would probably b11Y 
close to their per capita share, which is 30 per cent; for a 
much smaller portion of farm income i~ pent for ruilroml , 
factorie , industrial materials, end equipment, in the form . of 
corporate securiti-es, than is true of bu ~iuess profits. Further
m-0re, consumers' goods, where the farm.er · large t purchases 
lie, a.re probably more affected by the tarit'f than are produ~r ' 
goods, most of which are either on tlte free list or not _u cepti· 
ble to tariff infiuences. Moreover, the item of l1ou~e i·ent 
absorbs part of the city man's income. 

The farmers' shru·e jn the cost of the tut'itf on other thnn 
farm products is therefore placed at 2ti per cent of the total, 
or $331,000,000. Subtracting bi net gain f>n tl1e ugl'icultural 
schedules, which amounts to $30,000,000. the remainclet· is $'301,-
000,000, which repre8ents the net coft of tlle tal'i:ff to agri ul
tnre. Combining the agricultural nnd nonagrirnltnral sehed· 
ules, the figures are, in tabular form, u .. follows: 

Sttniniary of beJ1efits to fat·mers and minimum cost to coHsitmera. 

Average value 
of output 
1917-1.921. 

Tarl.tr cost to 
consumers. 

C'ost to 
farm 

consmner:;. 

Fann products .• - ... - . - .. - - .. . . -- .•• - . I srn, 245, 000, 000 S.392, 000, 000 $9ii, 000, ()OJ 
Products of all other industries .••.••• 2 65 000 000 000 1,323,000,000 ~1,000,000 

Total ....................... ~·- · 84;,24,;,000,000 j 1, 715,000,000 426, 000,000 

1 u. S. Department of .Agriculture. ! Partly estimated. 
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It is recognized tl1at these figures are liable to a large degree The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

of error. They are, lto"eYer, based in part on a careful detailed l\Ir. BURSUM. I now move that we proceed to the consiclera-
analysis (that relating to farm products} and on a further tlon of Bouse bill 13980. 
assumption that seems reasonable as a minimum, namely, that 1\Ir. DIAL. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
industrial produet~ are affectect hy the tariff to the same degree Mr. BURSUl\f. I demand a roll call. 
ns are agricultural protlucts. The c1lief weakness in the method l\lr. HEFLIN. The Senator from South Carolina suggests 
is in deri•ing a ratio of cost of tl1e tariff from value of total the ab;-ence of a quorum. 
,,utput, output lJPing taken as roughly indicative of consump- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wm call the ron. ' 
tio11. The figmes of gross production contain a large amount The reading clerk calleu the roll, and the following Senators 
<>f duplication hoth within the agricultural and industrial groups ans"·ered to their names: 
nnd hetween agriculture a11<1 in11ustry. Production figures are .Ashurst France Lenroot 
therefore somewhat ambiguous; uut the duplications will offset I Ball Frelinghuysen Longe 

Reed, Pn. 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Sbortrldge 
Smith 

acb other more or 1ess, ~ince they oe<'Ul' in both agricultural Bayard George ::llcCormick 
:m u industrial return:. That the estimate ls likely to err below ~~~~~l~:~~ 3r~~~ . m~~w~:r 
rather than abm·e i he t1·uth is indicatP.<l hy two futther con- Broussard t~oodlng )1cKinley 
.;iderations. Fir~t. 110 allowance has l1een made in any of our ~u:Jum Hale :McLean Smoot 

Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Town end 
Wadsworth 
Walsh. Mass. 
Warren 
Watson 
Wellrr 

e:timates for VO!'Silile .. pyramiding" of Llutie~ het\Yeen pro- (:~m:~·on n~~~{~d ~}~~~ry 
tJucer or importer arnl final commrnPr. It is most probably true Capper Harrison Myers 
that the original ta1·iff in<:rement to the price is, in many cases, Caruway Heflin New 
lllCreasetl US the gooclS pa.·s through the channels Of trade; this ~~l~PllS r~~~~~':ick ~~~~fsck 
would naturally occur wherP commodities are llandlecl on com- Cummins .Jones, . 1

. 'i\Iex. Oddie 

~!~~!~~e~~~· 1~~~~~~·~tt~~ir~Z~~~1~~a11~~~.e~~~1~·e\~1~r:g.0r~~n~~~ Erfiegbam ~~~~~i~·ash. ~~~~:l~n 
been estimated IJy 8omc ohser>ers that the cost of import duties Edge King Phipps 
is "pyramided" to ibe extent of two or three fold. Such an Ern. t Ladd. Pittman Willis 

assumption seems exces8iYe, and there is no basis of actual Fernald I~a l! ollette _ Pomerene . 
measurement· the whole question has heen ignored by this de- l\fr. i:ARilISON. l\Ir . . Pre~1<.lent, I des ire to announce that 
partment in preparing e. tirnates. In tl1e ·econ<.l place, farm the . semor 8en_ator from Florida [M~'. FLETCHER l has been un
products enter into commerce relatirnly much le ·s than indus- avo11lably dehuned from 1 he Senate smce Wednesday on acconnt 
trial products. of illness. 

If the ratio of tarifr costs could be based on actual sales The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine Senators having an-
instead of gross production, the resulting figure for industrial swereu to their names, a quorum is present. 
products would undoubtedly be higher than the one ahove given. :\fr. WARREN. I ask the Senator to yield to me two or three 

PE~. TO~S Al\"D IN'CBEASE OF PEN8IONS. 

:\Ir. BUilSU:\I. · :\1r. President, it seems to me that the Ren
ate ought not to adjonrn without at least giving con8ideratiou 
to bills which have been reportefl ont for the relief of the de
fende rs of the country, 

Since this omnibus pension bill has been reporte.:t I am ad
vised that three of the beneficiaries have died, so that the total 
number, which originally was 1,117, is now only 1,114. Of 
cour. e, there may be those who will say that in the interest of 
economy we ought not to pass this legislation; that by the next 
Congress all of the 1,117 beneficiaries will have died and the 
Government will be that much ahead. These veterans and 
widows are dying at the rate of more than 4,000 a month. 
These omnibus bills seek to provide for the most needy, the 
most aged of the ·rnterans who served during the Civil War in 
defense of their country, and the widows of those who have 
died. These veterans are poor ; they are in needy circum· 
stances; and it eems to me that it is a niggardly policy, it is 
an unappreciative policy, that will permit the defenders of the 
country who served us in time of peril to die penniless, or to 
1lepend on charity for their existence. 

There is no class of people to whom the Nation is more in
debted and more obligated than the veterans who served dur· 
ing the Civil War. Of course, the power of Senators by simply 
making an objection can avail to prevent action; yet yesterday 
we witnessed. here a filibuster, lasting some eight hours, as a 
protest against the House of Representatives, because two or 
three leaders in the House, a~ was alleged, prevented action 
upon certain legislation which these distinguished Senators 
favored and thought ought to have a chance; yet here in the 
Senate, while only one objection has been raised against these 
bills, there is apparently no opportunity to have them consid
ered. 

Members of this body of both parties, representing at least 
three-fourths of tl1e Senate, have said to me, "We are in favor 
of passing pension legislation, and especially the omnibus bill, 
and helping out these old veterans"; yet it has not been pos
sible even to obtain a \Ote. What fine friends the old. veteran 
has in the Senate, that he can not even get a vote on the con
sideration of a bill for his relief or for the relief of his widow ! 

)fr. President, I ask unanimous com;ent, even at tbis late 
hour, to take up and pass House bill 13980, the omnibus pension 
bill. 

l\fr. S"i\IOOT. If the Senator a~ks that it he taken up, I have 
no objection. 

:ur. BURSU:!H. I ai-;k that it he tu.ken up and considered. 
~Ir. S:MOOT. The Senator saifl tlrnt he \-Y3nted it passetl. 
Mr. BUUSUl\I. I would expect it to pas~. Of course, you 

ne•er can tell what will happen. 
The VICE PRESIDE~'£. Is there olJjection to proceeding to 

the consideration of the bill? 
:Mr. DIAL. I object. 

minutes for the purpose of alluding to ·omething in the RECORD 
Lhis morning. 

l\lr. BURSUi\l. I yield. 
:MEAS.A.GE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to a resolution (H. Res. 577} for the appointment, by the 
Speaker pro tempore of the House, of a cornm'..ttee of three 
members to join a similar committee appointed by the Senate 
to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that the two Houses have completed the business of the present 
se. sion and are ready to adjourn unless the Pre!'ident hns . ome 
other communication to make to them. 

ENROLLED JOI::S-T RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of 
the House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H .. J. Res. 
466} to prov;de an additional appropriation for the Federal 
Fnrrn Loan Board for the fiscal year 1924, and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice President. 

PRESIDENTIAT, .A.PPROVA LS. 

A n\essuge from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries, announced that the President bad 
approvell and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

On March 3, 1923 : 
S. 574. An act to amend an act entitled "~w act to save day. 

light and to provide standard time for the "Cniteil States," as 
aruernled ; 

S. 1076 . .An act establishing stlmdard grades of naval stores, 
preventing deception in transactions in naval stores, regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes; 

S. 2703. An act to allow the printing and publishing of illus· 
trations of foreign postage anu revenue ~tamp·· from defaced 
plates; 

S. ~123. An act to amend section 1 of the act entitled ".A.n 
act providing for the location and purchase of public lands for 
rei;;erYoir sites," approve<! January 13, 1897, as amended; 

S. 3892. An act authorizing the State of California to bring 
suit against the United States to determine title to certain. 
lands in Siskiyou County, Calif. ; 

S. 4J22. An act granting the consent of Congre~s to the In
terstate Toll Brirlge Co. for construction of a bridge across 
Red River between Montague County, Tex., aml Jefferson 
County, Okla.; 

H. 4146. An act permitting the State of Wyoming to 1·ecom·ey 
certain lands to the Unitetl St.ates antl select otlle1· lantls fa 
lieu thereof, and providing for the patenting -of certain lands 
to Natrona County, Wyo., for puhli,~-park purposes; 

S. 4211. An act authorizjng preliminary examination and sur· 
vey to be made of the intracouslal wat.envay in Louisiana and 
Texas; 

• 

,, 

• 
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S. 4235. An act granting consent of Congress to the CharUe 
Ilrldge Co. for construction of a bridge across Red Ri\er be
tween Clay County, Tex., and Cotton County, Okla. ; 

S. 4387. An act to authorize the building of a bridge across 
the Tugaloo River between South Car-0lina and Georgia; 

S. 4469. An act to extend the time for the construetion of a 
bridge or bridges and trestles oV"er the na,igable channels of 
lhe mouth of the .Mobile River in the State of Alabama; 

S. 4536. An act to authorize the building of a bridge across 
the Peedee -River in South Carolina; 

S. 4548 . .An act declaring Bear Creek in Humphreys, Leflore, 
and Sunflower Counties, Ml s., to be a nonnavi.gable stream; 

S. 4552. An act to incorporate the Belleau Wood Memorial 
Association; 

S. 4579. An act to authorize tbe Lee County bridge district 
No. 2, in the State of Arkan as, to construct a. bridge over the 
St. Francis River; 

S. 4583. An act granting the eonsent of Congress to the State 
of 'South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the 
.Missouri River between Chades l\1ix County and Gregory 
County, S. Dak. ; and 

S. J. Res. 240. Joint resolution authorizing the erection on 
~mblic grounds of .a memorial to the late Joseph J. Darlington. 

On ~farch 4, 1923 : 
S. 425. An act authorizing the Attorney General of the United 

States to fix the salaries of United States attorneys and United 
States marshals of the several judicial districts of the United 
States within certain llmits; 

S. 2051 . .An act to amend section 3142 of the Revised Statutes 
to permit an inerease in th~ number of collection districts for 
the collection of internal revenue and in the number of collectors 
o-f internal revenue from 64 to 65: 

S. 2984. An act for the relief 40{ Thurston W. True; 
S. 3424. An act to provide for the reclamation of the United 

States military reservation, Fort De Russy, Honolulu, Hawaii; 
S. 3580. A-n act to extend the time for the construction of a 

bridge across the Red Ri'f'er 0f the North at or near the city of 
Pembina. N. Da.k. ; 

S. 4117. An ad authorizing the closing of certain portions of 
Grant Road in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; 

S. 4160. An act to amend the act of Congress entitled "An act 
to establish a commission for tbe purpose of securing information 
in connection with questions relativ.e to interstate commerce in 
coal, and for other purposes,'' approved September 22. 1922; 

S. 4197. An ad to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
Issue to certain perS-Ons and eertain corporations permits to ex
plore, or leases of, ·certain lands that lie south of the medial line 
of the mnin chf!nn~l of Hed River in Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 4216. An act authorizing the sale of real property no 
lo11:rer required for militar-y purpose ; 

S. 4245. An act to provide the necessary organization of the 
customs service for an adequate administration and enforce
ment of the ·tariff act of 1922 and all other customs revenue 
law ; 

S. 4280. An act to provide additional° credit facilities for the 
a .~riculturnl and~Uve-stock industries of the United States; to 
a mend tbe Federal farm loan act; to amend the Federal re
serrn act ; and for other purposes ; 

"". 4322. An act for the relief of the owners of the barge 
Hai·m1a; 

S. 4503. An act granting the consent of . Congress to Bethle
hem Steel Co. to construct a bridge across Humphreys Creek at 
or near the city of Sparro\YS Point, Md. ; 

S. 4544. An act to authorize the extension of the period of 
resh·iction against alienation on surplus lands allotted to 
minor members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in 
Oklnhoma ;-

S. 4592. An act granting consent of Congress to the Eagle 
Pn.cs & Piedras Negras Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge 
across the Rio Grande between Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras 
N eo-ras, l\lexico ; 

S. 4594. An act to authorize the Secretary of State to acquire 
in Paris a site, with an erected building thereon, at a cost not 
to exceed $300,000, for the use of the diplomatic and consular 
e tnblishments of the United States; 

S. 4614. An act to amend section 81 of the act entitled "An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judl-
cia.ry," appro>ed March 3, 1911 ; _ . 

S. 4631. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Bowie and Cass. State of Texas, for construction 
of a bridge across Sulphur River, at or near Paces Ferry, in 
said counties and State; 

S. 4637. An act for the relief of certain disbursing agents 
under the Department of Commerce; 

S. 4638. An act authoTizing the Great Northern Railway Co. 
to maintain and operate, or reconstruct, maintain, and operate, 
its bridge across the Columbia River at ~larcus, in the State 
of Washington ; and · 

S. J. Res. 282. Joint resolution to amend the resolution of 
December 29, 1920, entitled "Joint resolution to create a joint 
committee on the reOl'ganization of tile administrati\e branch 
of the Gornrnment." 

STATEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

l\Ir. WARREN. l\fr. President. this morning when I took up 
the RECORD my attention was called to ome figures submitted by 
the senior Senator on the minority side of the Committee on 
Appropriations [Mr. OVERMA -1 respecting appropriations of 
1923 and 1924., and also appropriations dating back to 1915. It 
is usual in long sessions for the Committee on Appropriations 
to present to the Senate and to ha>e inserted in the RECORD a 
ful1 sh°'ving of all direct .appropriations . 

I thank the Senator from New Mexico for yi-elding. 
l\Ir. Presid-ent, I ask to have the following tables inserted as 

a part of my remarks. Table 1 compares the appropriations of 
fiscal years 1923 and 1924. Table 2 compares the Budget e ti
mates and appropriations, ti.Neal year 1924. Table 3 compares 
Budget estimates and appropriations, deficiency and supple
mental, fiscal year 1923 and prior fiscal years. Table 4 is a 
recapitulation of comparisons of Budget estimates and appro
priations, and Table 5 is a chronological history of regular 
annual and deficiency appropriation ·bills. 

The following gratifying results are hown: 
The total appropriations for fiscal year 1~4 are $233,80~.-

504..60 less than same for fiseal year 1923. 
The Budget estimates for fiscal year 1924 have been reduce<l 

$7,825,118.07, aoo for 1923 and prior sears tlle sum of $2,918,-
640.20; in all, $10,743,758.27. 

The reduction of the total appropdations for 1924, as com
pared with 1923, in the sum of $233,802,504.60 is most welcome 
information for the taxpayers of this country. This result has 
been achieved by painstaking cooperation on the part of all 
concerned. In a letter of April 26, 19::!1, to President Huruing 
I suggested thH t " the one thing leading most directly to de.
sired results in economy is teamwork between the legislnti\e 
and executive branches of the Go,·ernrnent." 

This satisfactory result could not have been accomplished 
without strenuous teamwork. The executive department , the 
Budget Bureau, the Committee on Appz·opriations of the House • 
of Representatives, the House of Repre entatives, the Com
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate, the Senate, and :finally 
the President-all these have had their part, and all have giV"en 
to their country their best eft'orts; hence a good result. It is 
pleasant to say that there has been no ill feeling 01' prejudice 
between any of the above-named. In the very nature of things 
there will be differences of opinion among men. but none so 
strong that reasoning, conciliation, and compromise can not 
o-vercome them as to national finances. 

The reductions in supply bills for the fiscal year 1924 have 
been so made that no legitimate function of the Government 
will suffer. Notwithstanding the reductions made, there has 
been appropriated as follows: $1,295,097,000 for the interest 
on the public debt and public-debt redemption funds; $428,160,-
773 for the Veterans' Bureau to care for the needs of the veter
ans of the World War; $253,000,000 for Army and Navy pen
sions for soldiers of the Oivil War and other wars; $70,532,06.0 
for rivers and harbors, flood control, and Muscle Sh.on.ls im
provement ; $50,411,500 for the United States Shipping Board; 
and $34,050,000 for the construction of roads. 

Criticism of deficiency approp1iations made at this session is 
not warranted. The first, second, and third deficiency acts ap
propriated $233,492,526.37-largely the results of war. The 
greater portion of this sum went for purposes authorized by 
law and over which Congress bad no discretion. For example, 
$121,105,000 for refunding taxes illegally collected ; $25.000.000 
for the cooperative construction of rural post roads; $20,950,-
000 for scrapping naval vessels; $16,000,000 for Army nnd 
Navy pensions on account of monthly payment of pensions; 
$13,235,000 for military and naval insurance, Veterans' Bureau; 
$5,842,483.08 for judgments, audited claims, court awards, and 
damage claims; and $2,595,793.87 to carry out new laws and 
treaties. The seven items above enumerated amount to $204,-
728,276.95. Deducting this sum, there remain deficiencies 
&mounting to $28,764,249.42. Of thi sum $12,108,013.58 was 
appropriated for the Postal Service and made payable out of 
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postal revenues, and made necessary by the increased' volume' 
of business, and 6,500,000 for changes in range of turret guns 
of certain battleships permissible under the terms of the treaty 
providing for the limitat ion of naval armament. Deducting 
these two items, there remains but $10,150,235·.84 for real de
ficfeueies, which is comparattvely a very small amount. 

A glance at Table 5, the chronological history of regular 
annual and deficiency appropriation bills, shows the appro
priations have never been handled so early nor in such a 

systematle and expeditious. manner. The Budget law bas 
demonstrated its worth. It helps separate the chaff from the 
grain. It gives accuracy, as well as integrity, to estimates, 
which results in less work on the part of Congress. Under the 
old system congressional committees were obliged to spend a 
great amount of time on extravagant and questionable esti
mates. In fact, meritorious estimates are never the cause of 
great contention. Now, that estimates mean something, the 
work of all is accererated. 

TABLE !.-Compar ison of appropriations by departrnents and establishments, fiscal y ears 1923 and 19-24. 

[Amounts carried for each of these years in. regular anmtal appropriation acts, deficiency a~pro:priation acts, special acts, and amounts 
estimated under perm.anent and indefini~ appropriations. J 

Legislative branch: 
Regular annual .. . .........•.............................••.•••....... 
Increased compenBation ............•.•...•....................•...•... 
Permanent and indefinite ..........•.•••. _ .••..............••.•.•...... 

Total ...............••........•..••...•..••....••.........•.......... 

Executive Office and independent offices: 
Regular annual,_ 

~~~;~~, ~o:!~:: .' .': ." .': : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Executive and other independent offices ..........•.........•.•...... 
Increased compensation ...............• _ .........•••••.•.•.•••.... 

Total ...................• • .....•••......•..........•..•••...•..•• 
Permanent and indefinite ......................•..•...•.•.•.•...... 

'Total. ............••....•. . ..••...•.•... - .....••..•.............. 

Agricultural Department: 
Regular annual--

Department proper .... . .........•.•............•.............•..... 
Inc:rea.sed cO:HJ.pensation ...... _ .•........................•........ . 
-:-{oads, construction oti ....................................•........ 

Permanent and indefinite . .............•....................••....•.... 

Total ...............•.•..••.•...•.•.••........••..•...•..• • ..•..• · · · · 

Commerce, Department of: 
Regular annual. ....... ~ ...........••.......•..•........•....• _ ....... . 
Increased compensation ........•...•...•......•...............•........ 
Permanent and indefinite ......................... : .........•......... 

Total ................ - .... ·. · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · • · · · · · · • · · · · • • • · · 
Interior. Department of: 

RegulRr annual-
Pensions ................................•.............•..••..•.•.. 
Interior Department, p1'0per ....................•.. ~ ... _ •..••.•.... 

Increased: compensation ............................................... . 
Permanent and indefinite ...•...•..................................... 

Appropriations, 
fiseal year 1923. 

$13,122,004'.30 
1,694,356. 00 

800. ()() 

14,817,820.30 

100, 459>, 000. 00 
431,29&,843.45 I n, 02:r, 403. 93 

5,527,342.00 

558, 306,589.38 I 
6,017,000.00 

564, 323, 589. 38 I 

37' 524, 153. 00 
3, 232, 863.00 

35,006, 680.6(} 
12, 250, ooe. eo ,. 

88, 6t)7, 016. O(} I 

19; 509' 335. 36 
1,885,159.00 

3, 000: 0() ! 

21, 347, 494. 36 I 

a 270, 423, 206. 67 
43, 639, 960. 62 

Z,803, 092. 00 
27,499,000. 00 

Total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 344, 365, 259. 29 I 

A ppropriatioDB, 
fiscal year 1924. 

$12, 715, 971. 60: 
1,705, 140.00 

800. oo· 
14, 421, 911. 00 

50; 411, 500: 00 
428, 160, 77& cm 
18,062,098.00 
4,916,192.00 

501, 550,563.00 
6,511,495.74 

50S., 06·2, 05&. 74 

37, 236, 653. 00 
3,304,800.00 

32. 300, 000. 00 
12,220,000.00 

85,061,453.00 

19,377, 0'45.00 
1~958,956.00 

3,000.00 

21, 339-, 001. 00 

254 774, 660. 00 
39, 900, 040t 00 l 

2, 845, 309.00 
28,349, 500. 00 

325, 869, 50!\.00 I 
875,000. 00 

Decrease ( - ) or 
increase ( + ) 1924 

compared with 
1923. 

-$40&, 692. 70 
+10, 784. 00 

..................... 

-395; 908: 70 

-50, 047. 500. 00 
-3, 138, 070. 45 
-2, 959, 305. 93 

- 611, 150. 00 

-56, 756, 026. 38 
-¥-494, 495: 7 4 

-56, 261, 530.. 64 

-287, 500. 00 
-t-71, 937. 00 

- 2, 700, 000. 00 
-30, 000. 00 

-2, 945, 563. 00 

-132, 290. 36 
+123, 797. 00 

-8, 493, 36 

-15,, 64 ' 546. 67 
-l 739, 920. 62 

+42, 217. 00 
+. 85(), 500. 00 

-18 495\ 750. 29 

-3, m;z, 724. 78 
+99, 116. 00 

18, 421, 056. oo r Justi~~~;'a,~~::_j_~~~~,: :: :: :: : : : :: : ::: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 21, ~}~: :i: ;;g I 
1-~~~~~~-:-~~~~~~~:~~~~~~~~-

T otal ..... .' .................... _.................................... 22, 589, 664. 7& 19,296, 0M: OO -3", 293, 608. 78 

·6,918,556.00 -4, 920.11 
566 640. 00 -192. 00 

25, 000'. 00 +25,000.00 

LaboT, Department of: 
Regular annual ...............•.. _........ •. •. • . •. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6, 923, 476. 11 
Increased compensation, ................................................ 566. 832. 00 
Permanent and indefiBite ••.......... _ .......... ·-· .............................. '. ...... . 

Total. ..................•...•........ ··•··· .. • - · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · - · · 7,490,308. n 7,510,196.00 +19, 8 7. 89 

294, 456~ 528'. 00 -27', 406', 984. 16 
510, 672.00 -26. 448. 00 

2,130,050.00 -1, 303; 622. 00 

Navy, Department oi: 
Regular annual.. ·................................................. . . . . . . b 321, 863', 51Z. 16 1 

Increased compensation............................................... 537, 120. 00 
Permanent and indefinite.............................................. 3, 433, 672. 00 

Total. ............................ - .........•.•...•.................. 325, 834, 304. 16 297,097, 250.00 -28, 737, 054. 16 

a Includes $16,000,000 on account of the change from quarterly to monthly payments of pensions. 
b Includes $20,950,000 for scrapping of naval vessels in conformity with the :provisions of the tTeaty limiting naval armament and also 

includes $6,500,000 for increasing the range of the turret guns of certain battleships. 
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'l'.\Hrn !.-Comparison of cipprovr·iations by departments and establishments, ft_scrcl vearR 19.8."J and 192.~-Continued. 

Po.st Office Department:· 
Payable from the postal revenues-

Regular annual. ___ . _ ..........•••.••..•..••...•.•.•••............ 
Increased compensation .................................••........ 

Payable from other Federal revenues-
Increased compensation .............. _ ........................... . 

Total ........................................................... . 

State Department: 

~6!i~~~~a::~~~~ti~~ : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Permanent and indefinite _ .... _ ...........•...•...................... 

Total ................................•....................•........ 

Trea ury Department: 

ru~:~~<l~:~~~ti~~: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
P ermanent and indetinite-

Appropriations, 
fiscal year 1923. 

$573,079,833.21 
352,800.00 

. 12, 000. 00 

573, 444, 633. 21 

10,875, 710. 95 
144,000. 00 
106 000.00 

11, 125, 710. 95 

119,929, 941. 65 
10, 724,326.00 

Interest on public debt . .. .. _ .................... .... .... _ •.••..... a.1, 100, 000, 000. 00 
Public debt redemption funds_ .••.•• _ ......... _.................. 330, 0 8, 800. 00 
All other_. __ .... ____ ... __ ................ _ ....... _............... 31, 058, 110. u3 

Total_ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . • . • . . . . . . 1, 591, 801, 178. 2 

War Department: 
Military-

Regular annual ... .. __ ...........•.........•.......•.............. 
Permanent and indefinite ........•....••......................... 

262,088,38'.52 
1,250, 000.00 

Total, military ............................................... . 263,338,388. 52 

A ppropriaLions, 
fiscal year 1924. 

$5 4, { 72, 991. 50 
337,248. 00 

11,520. 00 

585,221,759.50 

15,066,665. 50 
134,000. 00 
106, 000.00 

15,306,665. 50 

115,410,510. 37 
10, 749,292. 00 

950,000,000.00 
345 _097, 000.00 
31,055,093. 41 

1,452,311, 95. 78 

251, 250, 231. 00 
900,000.00 

252, 150, 231. 00 

Decrease ( - ) or 
increase ( +) 1924 

compared with 
1923. 

-l-$11, 793,158. 29 
-15, 552. 00 

-480.00 

-l-11, 777' 126. 29 

+4 mo, 954. 55 
-10, 000. 00 

-j-4, 1 o, 951. 5:-

-4. 5Hl, -:l3l. 2, 
-!-2-1, 9G6. 00 

-150 000, 000. 00 
+ 15, 00 , 200. 00 

-3. 017. 2~ 

-139, 489, 2 2. 50 

-10 3 .157.53 
-350, ooo. on 

-ll. l 8 ]57. 5~ 
i==============~==============r-============= 

Konmilitary-
Regular annual. - .. - - . __ ... ..... ...................... _ ....•...... 
Permanent aud indefinite .. _ . .................................... . . 

69,824,523. 00 85,096,973.00 
6,521,300. 00 5, 843, :121. 00 

1'otal, nonmilitary ....... _ .................................... __ 76,345,823.00 90,940,294. 00 

Total. WaT Department-
Regular annual ....... _ ............•...........•......•..... 
Inc1·eaRed compensation. __ .............. __ ................. . 
Permanent a.nd indefinite ................................... . 

331,912 911. 52 336,347,204. 00 
8, 31, 95 . 00 6, J02,057.00 
7, 771,300.00 6,743,~21. 00 

Total ....... _. ____ ............... _ .............•........... 348,516, Hi9. 52 349, 192,582. 00 

Di I rict oi Columbia: 
Regular annual .............................•..............•........... 23, 3G5, G84. .J.7 22, 778,915. 00 
Increased compensation._ ....•..•....•...........••............. : ....•. 
Permanent and indefinite .. _ .................•••........................ 

1, 697' 44]. 00 1, 795, 067. 00 
1,624,600. 00 1, 512, 843. 00 

Total._ ...........................•.•.....•••............•...•..... -1 26,687, 725.47 26, 0 6,825. 00 

Miscellaneous (unclassified) ...................... · .•..• •· - · - . • •• • • · · • · · · - ··-I 228, 793. 91 I-......... _ .. . ___ _ 
Grand total: 

Regular annual .. _._ ..••...•..•..•........••..........•••••.••.•... 
Increa~ed compensation .. . . _ ................... . ... · ............... . 
Permanent and indefinite. ___ .... _ ............ __ .. ___ .............. . 
Miscellaneous (unclassified) ... _ ............................... ~ .... . 

2,_381, 763, 418. 1812, 287, 211, 166. 97 
38, 735,173. 00 I 35,811,893. 00 

1,519,852,282. 63 1,383,754, 103. 15 
228, 793. 91 ........ - - - ... - . - -

Grand total .... . _ .... : ......................................... . 
Les 8Um payable from postal revenues ..................•......... 

3,940,579,667. 72 3,706,777,163. 12 
573,432,633. 21 585,210,239. 50 

To1a1, exclusive of sum payable from postal revenues............ 3, 367, 147, 034. 51 3, 121, 566, 923. 62 

a Includes $125,000,000 for discount accruals on war savings securities due Jan. 1, 1923 . 
.MARCH 14, 1923. 

-j-15, 272, 450. 00 
-G77, 979. 00 

+H, 59-1, 47 L. 00 

-j-4, 4~4 2!l2. 4X 
-2, 72!), 901. 00 
-1, 02i, 979. 00 

-j-67G, 4J :?. 4.' 

- 5di, /G!). ·17 
+ Hl7, 626. 00 
-11, 757. 00 

- liOO !JOO. 4 7 

-2:? , i!l:t fll 

-94, 552, 251. ~l 
- 2, 923, 280. 00 

-136, 098, 17!). -:18 
- 228, 793. 9 l 

-233, 802, 50-t. 60 
-j-11, 777, 60li. ~\I 

-245, 580, 110. 9 
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TABLE II.-Oonipa1isoa of Budget estimates mul approp1iations, fiscal yen,. 1924. 

[The appropriations for 1924 include amounts carried for fiscal year 1924 in regular annual appropriation acts, deficiency appropriation 
. act.a, special acts, and amounts estimated under permanent and indefinite appropriations.) _ 

Supplemental Appropriations, Increase ( +) 
Budget e ti- . Budget esti- Total Budget 1924 regular or decrease ( - ) 

Department or establishment. mates submitted mates submiUed estimates, fiscal annual and appropriations 
De·c. 4, 1922. Dec. 4, 1922, to year 1924. permanent and compared with -

: Mar. 4, 1923. indefinite. estimates. · 

Legislative branch: 
$12, 706,856. 60 $96(),655. 00 $13,667,511. 60 Regular annual. ... - ......•...... $12, 715 971. 60 -$951, 540. 00 

Increased compensation .....••... 1,711,256. 00 .................... 1,711,256.00 1, 705, 140.00 -6, 116. 00 
Permanent and indefinite ...••.... 800.00 ........................ 800.00 800.00 .. ...................... 

Total ... - . - .. - . - •. -........... 14,418,912. 60 960,655.00 15, 379, 567. 60 I 14,421,911. 60 -957, 656. 00 

Executive office and independent 
offices: 

Regular annual-
50,411,500. 00 hipping Board .............. - ................... 50,411,500.00 50, 411, 500. 00 . ......................... 

Yeterans1 Bur au .. _ ........ _. 440,313, 000. 00 -..... --............... 440, 313, 000. 00 42 , 160, 773. 00 -12, 152, 227. 00 
Executive and other in de-

pendent offices .. ___ ..... _. 17,616,513.00 58,350.00 . 17, 674, 863. 00 18,062,098.00 +387, 235. 00 
Increased compensation .•.... ............................... 4,911,912.00 4,911,912.00 4,916,192.00 +4, 280. 00 

Total .. _ .... _ ....... . ..•.•... _ 50dtt~~ 1 ..... :.910,_2~?..00. 513,311,275.00 501, 550, 563. 00 -11, 760, 712. 00 
Permanent and indefinite-....•.. _. 6, 511, 495. 7 4 6,511,495. 74 ........................... 

Total - .......... · · • · - · · · · · · · - · 514,852,508. 74 4, 970, 262. 00 519,822, 770. 74 508,062 058. 74 -11, 760, 712. 00 

Agricultural Department: 
Regular annual-

36,031,613.00 36,031,613.00 Department proper .......... ........................... 37,236,653. 00 + 1, 205, 040. 00 
Increased compensation .•.... .......................... 3,341,800. 00 3,341,800.00 3,304,800.00 -37, 000. 00 
Roads , constru tion of ..... ... 33,000,000.00 ......................... 33,000,000. 00 32, 300, 000. 00 - 700, 000. 00 

Permanent and indefinite ...... ___ 12,220,000.00 ..................... 12,220,000. 00 12,220,000.00 . .............. .... ..... 

Total ....•............... - .. _. 81,251,613.00 3,341,800. 00 84,593,413.00 85, 061, 453. 00 +468,040. 00 

Comm rce Depa1tment of: 
Regular annual. _ - - ...... -.. _ 19,712,535. 00 7,500. 00 19,720,035. 00 197377,045.00 -342, 990. 00 

Increased compensation ..... ..... .............................. 1,958,956. 00 1,958,956.00 1,958,956.00 . ............. -........... 

Permanent and indefinite ......... 3,000.00 .............................. 3,000.00 3,000.00 . ........................ 

Total._ ..•................... _ 19,715,535.00 1,966,456.00 21,681,991. 00 21,339,001.00 -342, 990. 00 

Intorior. Department of: 
Regula-r annual-

Pensions .. _ ......... _ . __ .. _ . "255,082,060.00 .. -................. 255,082,060.00 254, 774, 660. 00 -307, 400. 00 
Interior Department proper. _ . 40,276,192.00 .................... ....... ...... a 40, 216, 192. 00 39 900,040.00 -376, 152. 00 

Increased com p<in tion .. .. __ .... ......... - ......................... - .. 2,918,309.00 2, 918,309.00 21845,309.00 -73, 000. 00 
Permanent and indefinite ......... 28,349,500.00 ............................ 28,349,500.00 28 349, 500. 00 . .......................... 

Total ......... -........ -... - - - 323, 707, 752.00 2,918,309. 00 326,626,061.00 325,869,509.00 -756, 552. 00 

Justice, Dc>partrnent of, and judiciary: 
Regular annual. .................. 18, 751,056.00 600.00 18, 751, 656.00 18.421,056.00 330, 600.00 
Increased compe ~ation .......... _ ,····--------·----- 827J 000. 00 827,000.00 875,000.00 +48 000.00 

'f otal. -- -.... -- .... - - - . · . · · · · · · 18, 751,056.00 827,600.00 19,578,656.00 19,296,056.00 -282, 600. 00 

Labor, Department of: .. 
RC'gula1· annual. ___ .. .......•..... 6,178,556.00 . -... -. -................. 6,178,556.00 6, 918. 556.00 +740, 000.00 
Jn ere a ed compensation ........... .............................. 566, 640.00 566,640.00 566, 640.00 . .. -....... - ... - ....... 
Permanent and indefinite _ ..... _. 25,000.00 ... -..................... - ........ 25,000.00 25.000.00 . .... - ........... - ....... 

Total. _ . _____ .... _ ........... _ . 6, 203, 556.00 566 640.00 6, 770, 196.00 7,510,196.00 +740, 000. 00 

N.avy, Department of: 
Regular annual. .... ........... __ . 294, 803 975.00 ........ -..... - ......... 294,803,975.00 294,456, 528.00 -347, 447. 00 
Iner ascd compensation. __ ........ ................. - - . -...... 510, 672.00 510, 672.00 510, 672.00 . ........ .._ ............. 
Permanent and indefinite .•.... _. 2, 130 050. 00 ·--···-······--··· ~ 130, 050. 00 2,130,050.00 ........................ - . 

Total ......... -- ......•...•.... 296, 934, 025. 00 510 672.00 297,444 697.00 297, 097, 2so.oo I -347, 447. 00 
I I 

a This sum is ·7 ,500,000 more than the amount stated in the Budget. The difference arises under the Reclamation Service. The 
Budget does not include in the 1924 totals the amount for that service estimated to be funded from re.payments to the reclamation fund 
(· 7, 500, 000). As previous estimates and appropriations are computed on the basis of including such funding from repayments. it is confusing 
not to add that sum to the total for 1924, otherwise the Reclamation Service will show apparent reductions for 1924 under 1923 and prior 
years that are not actual. 
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TABLE IL-Comparison of Budget est-imates mid appropriations, fiscal year 1924-ContinueL1. 

Budget esti-
Sup~emental Appropriations, Increase ( +) 
Bu et esti- ' Total Budget 1924, regular or decrease ( - ) 

Department or establishment. mates submitted mates submitted estimates, fiscal annual and appropriations 
Dec. 4, 1922. Dec. 4, 1922, to year 1924. permanent and compared with 

Mar. 4, 1923. inde:fini te. estimates. 

Post Office Department: 
Payable from postal revenues-

$590, 166, 191. 60 $590,166, 191.50 Regular annual. .......•••... ................... $584, 872, 991. 50 -$5, 293, 200. 00 
Increased compensation •.•... ................... $337,248.00 337,248.00 337,248.00 .. .................... 

Payable from other Federal 
revenues-

Increased compensation ...... ................... 11,520.00 11, 520. 00 11, 520.00 . .................. 

Total ..• - - ... - .....•.... · · 590, 166, 191. 50 I 348,768.00 590, 514, 959. 50 585, 221, 759. 50 -5, 293, 200. 00 

State. Department: 
14, 952, 237. 79 Regular annual .........•.••.•... 231, 800.00 15, 184,037. 79 15, 066, 66!>. 50 -117, 372. 29 

Increased coma~nsatio~ .•••..•... ............ ... ........ 134,000.00 134, 000. 00 134, 000. 00 -········· · ······· 
Permanent an mde:finite ..••..... 106, 000.00 ............... -... 106,000.00 106, 000.00 . .... . ......... · ··-

Total ..........•...•..••••••.• 15, 058, 237. 79 365, 800. 00 15,424,037. 79 15,306,665.50 -117, 372. 29 

Treajury Depaiiment: 
ll7,833, 768.87 Regular annual ........•••••..... .................. 117,833, 76. 87 115,410, 510. 37 -2, 423, 258. 50 

lncreased compensation_ ..•...... ·····--··········· 10,789, 292.00 10, 789, 292. 00 10, 749, 292. 00 -40, 000. 00 
Permanent and indefinite-

Interest on public debt ....... 950,000,000.00 .................. 950, 000, 000.00 950, 000,000. 00 -........... -..... 
Public debt redemption 

funds ................••... 345, 097,000.00 -................... 345, 097, 000. 00 345,097,000.00 . ................... 
All other ................•••• 31,055, 093.41 .................. 31,055,093.41 31,055,093.41 .. .................... 

Total ..•.....•...•••••.•.. 1,443,985, 862. 28 10,789,292.00 1,454, 775, 154. 28 1, 452, 311, 895. 78 -2, 463, 258. 50 

Wa.r Department: 
Military-

Regclar annual.. ........•.... 263, 38-4., 200. 00 .................. 263,384,200.00 251, 250 231. 00 -12, 133, 969. 00 
Permanent and indefinit.e ..... 900, 000.00 ................... 900,000.00 900 000.00 . ......................... 

Total, military .............. 264,284: 200.00 ................. -. 264, 284,200.00 252, 150, 231. 00 -12, 133, 969. 00 

:t\onroilitary-
Regular annual ......•.•.••••• 56, 389, 779.28 .................. 56,389, 77!1.28 a 85, 096, 973. 00 +28, 707,193.72 
Permanent and indefinite ..... 5, 843, 321. 00 ................... 5,843,321.00 5, 843, 321. 00 . ................... 

Total, nonmilitary ••.•••... 62,233, 100.28 ...................... 62,233, 100.28 I 90,940,294.00 +28, 707, 193. 72 

Total, War Department-
Regular annual ......... 319,773,979.28 .................... 319,773, 979.28 336,347 204.00 +16, 573, 224. 72 
Increased compensation .................. . 8, 599, 437. 00 8,599,437.00 6,102, 057.00 -2, 497, 380. 00 
Permanent and indefi-

nite ....•............ 6, 743, 321. 00 .................... 6, 743, 321. 00 6, 7 43, 321. 00 ·················· 
Total ....••.•.•.... 326,517,800.28 8,599,437.00 335,116,737.28 349,192,582.00 +14,075,844.72 

District oi Columbia: 
Regular annual .................... 23,531,130.00 20, 000.00 23,551,130. 00 22,778,915.00 -772, 215. 00 
Increased compensation ............ .................... 1,810,067.00 1, 810, 067. 00 1, 795, 067. oo I -15, ooo. oo 
Permanent and indefinite ....••... 1,512,843.00 ................... 1,512,843. 00 1, 512, 843. 00 ...•.•••...... - .. -. 

'l'otal ..........••...••••••••••.. 25, CH3, 973. 00 1,830,067. 00 26,874,040. 00 26,086,825.00 - 787, 215. 00 

Grand total: 
Regula.1' annual.. .. .......... 2,291,141,164.04 1,278, 905. 00 2,292,420, 0G9. 04 2,287,211,166. 97 -5, 208, 902. 07 
Permanent and indefinite ... 1,3S3,754,103. 15 ...................... 1, 383, 754, 103. 15 1,383754,103.15 ........... "' ...... 
Increrusad compensation ..... 1, 711,256.00 36, 716,853.00 38,428,109.00 35,811,893.00 -2, 616, 216. 00 

Grand total. ........... 3,676,606,523.19 37,995,758.00 3, 714,602,281.19 3,706,777,163.12 - 7 J 825, 118. 07 
Lesa Post Office (payable from postal 

revenues) ..................•.•..... [)90, 166, 191. 50 337,248.00 590,503,439. 50 585,210,239. 50 -5, 293, 200. 00 

Tutal, exclusive of Post ' 3, 121, 666,· 923. 621 Office ................. 3,086,440,331.69 37,658,510.00 3,124,098,841.69 -2, 531, 918. 07 

a Includes $28,964,150 in excess of the Budget estimates for rivers and harbors. 
MARCH 14, 1923. 
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TABLE I1I.-Comvari1>on of Budget estimates a11d approvriations, deficiency, and suvplemental, fiscal year 19;Z3 and prior fi8cal 

years. 

[Amounts C'onsidered and appropriated in deficiency appropriation acts approved Sept. 22, 1922, Jan. 22, 1923, and ~far. 4, 1923.1 

Department or establishment. 

Legislative .....................................•......•. - •.. ·. · ·. • ·. 
Executive and Independent Offices ...........................•...... 
Agriculture .......................................•....•............. 
Commerce ......................•.............................•...... 
Interior ............................................................ . 
Justice ...•............................ ·.·.·• - . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · • • · · · · · 
Lauor .............................•..•.• . •...•.•...•.•.......•...•.. 

~~~yoffi~~--·.-::::: ~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ·::::::::: 
State ........................................•••...•..•....•.....•.. 
Treasury .........................•.....•.......................•.... 
War .. ---······r···················································· 
District of Columbia ..........••.........•.................•..•.•••.. 

Total. ....................................................... - . 

MARCH 14, 1923. 

Budget estimates, 
fiscal year 1923 
and prim· fiscal 
years, submitted 
from July 9, 1922, 
to Mar. 4, 1923. 

$341,572. 72 
14,954,819.65 
25,652,608.06 

774,528. 74 
17, 794,334. 59 
4,804,332. 57 

8, 761.44 
28,181,476. 71 
14,102,113. 58 

.429, 351. 34 
122,683,887.04 

6,073,895.40 
609,484. 73 

236,411,166.57 

Deficiency and sup
plemental appro
priations made 
from July 9, 1922, 
to Mar. 4, 1923. 

$360,516.32 
14, 992, 437. 65 
25,597, 608.06 

768,903. 74 
17,632,805.84 
4,541,408.04 

7,601.86 
28,181,476. 71 
12,108,013. 58 

589,361.03 
122,338,382.09 

5,834, 700. 23 
539,311. 22 

233, 492, 526. 37 l 

Increase ( +) or 
decrease ( - ), ap
propriations com
pared with esti
mates. 

+$18, 9--13. GO 
+37, 618. 00 
-55, 000. 00 
-5, 625. 00 

-161, 528. 75 
-262, 924. 53 

-1.159. 58 

-1, 994, 100. 00 
+ 160, 009. 69 
-345, 504. 9i) 
-239, 195. 17 
-70, 173. 51 

-2, ~18, 640: 20 

TABLE IV.-Recapitulati<m. of comparisons of Budget estimate.~ <tml appropriations. 

Net reduction in Budget estimates fo1· the fiscal year 1924 ....................................•........................ $7, 825, 118. 07 
Reduction in Budget estimates for the fiscal year 1923 and prior fiscal years .... ~. ....... ................................ 2, 918, 640. 20 

Total net reduction .....•.............••••••.....................•............ . ................................• 10, 743, 758. 27 
MARCH 14, 1923. 

TABLE V.-Chro11ological history of regular annual and defi<;fency approvriation bills, Sixty-seventh Congress, second scssi-011 
(July 9 to Sept. 22. 1922), third session (i\"011. ~O to Dec. 4, 192t), and fourth session (Dec. 4. 1922, to Jlar. 4, 1923). 

Reported to the House. Passed the House. Reported to the Senate. Passed the Senate. Law. ~ 

Title of the acts. 

I I Date. Amount. Date. Amount. Date. Amount. Date. Amonnt . Date. Alnotmt. 

REGULAR ANNUAL BILLS. 
1922. 1923. 1923. 1923. 1923. 

.Agricultural Department .. Deo. 18 $68, 781, 553. 00 Jan. 2 169, 068, 053. 00 Jan. 6 $72, 901, 653. 00 Jan. 13 $73, 741, 653. ()() Feb. 26 $69, 536, 653. 00 

Commerce and Labor De- 1922. 1922. 1922. 
partments •••.•..•••••••• Dec. 11 25, 779, 101. 00 De<i. 13 26, 0-79, 101. 00 Dec. 14 25, 979, 601. 00 De<i. 15 26, 346, 101. 00 Jan. 5 26, 295, 601. 00 

1923. 1923. 1923. 1923. 
Di~trict ofColnmbia ...•.•. Jan. 4 22, 624, 895. 00 Jan. 8 22, Oi , 607. 00 Jan. 20 22, 244, 485. ()() Jan. 25 24, 469, 985. 00 Feb. ~3 1 22, 778, 915. 00 
Independent offices .•.•.... Jan. 6 496, 235, 771. 00 Jan. 12 496, 23."l, 771. 00 Jan. 16 497, 711, 371. ()() Jan. 22 498, 333, 536. 00 Feb. 496, 6:H, 371. 00 

1922. 
Interior Department .•..••• Dec. 22 294, 264, 700. 00 Jan. 3 294, 346, 400. ()() Jan. 5 294, 709, 400. 00 Jan. 5 294, 757, 400. 00 Jan. 24 294, 614, 700. 00 

1923. 
Legislative establishment .. Jan. 19 12, 603, 376. 60 Jan. 22 12, 601, 326. 60 Jan. 25 12, 703, lk'H. 60 Jan. 25 12, 706, Oil. 60 Feb. 20 12, 706, 07 J. 60 

192'2. 1922. 1922. 1922. 
Navy Department ......... Dec. 13 293, 806, 538. ()() Dee. IS 293, 806, ,53 • ()() Dec. 21 295, 604, 37 . 00 Dec. 30 29.\ 604, 37 . 00 Jan. 2"2 294, 400, 528. 00 

1923. 192".3. 1923, 
Post Office Department ... Dec. 28 584, 614, 191. 50 Jan. 3 584, 614, 191. 50 Jan. 11 585, O!H, 191. 50 Jan. 13 585, 222, 991. .5() Feb. H 584, 872, 991. 50 

State and Justice Depart- 19"2'2. 1922. 1922. 
ments ..............•.••. Dec. 7 33, 188, 151. 50 Dec. 12 33, 185, 051. 50 Dec. 13 33, 471, oos. 00 Dec. 14 33, 488, 70.S. 00 Jan. 3 33, 230, 421. JO 

Treasury Department ..... Dec. 6 115, 119, 810. 37 Dec. 9 115, 112, 310. 37 Dec. 12 115, 533. 410. 37 Dec. 12 115, 5.38, 190. ;37 ... do ..... 115, 386, 510. 37 

1923. 1923. 19"23. I 1923. 
War Department ...••••••. Jan. 12 3H, 064., 29!. 00 Jan. 19 333, 654, 204. ()() Jan. 29 340, Ul, 396. 28 Feb. 9 340, 443, 896. 28 ~Iar . 2 336, 347, 204. ()() 

. Total, regnlar annual 
2, 261, 082, 381. 97 2, 280, 781, 553. 97 . . . . . . . . . . j 2, 296, 264, 825. 75 bills: .............. . ............ . ......... .. ............ 2, 300, 652, 930. 75 . ............. 2, 286, 9J9, 966. 97 

DEFICIENCY BJLL9. 
1922. 1922. 192'2. 1922. 1922. 

Fir t, 1923 ................. Sept. 18 560,688. 0 Sept. 19 560,688. 08 Sept. 21 2, 346, 642. 15 Sept. 2"2 2,831,7'12.l.:i Sept. 22 2, 454, 210. O'J 

1923. 1923. 1923. 1923. 
Second, 1923 ............... Dec. 30 74,645,674. 06 Jan. 4 74, 690, 174. 06 Jan. 6 74,9"25,009. H Jan. 8 75, 025, 201. 31 Jan. 22 74,,925, 774. H 

1923. 
Third, 1923 .•.•...••••••••• Feb. 22 153, 804, 843. 68 Feb. 26 154, 582, 240. 35 Feb. 28 156, 780, 772. 45 Mar. 1 

'"· """· OS6. "' I '"'" • 156,359, 742. H 

Total,deficiency bills ·· ·· ······I 2"29, 011, 205. 2 ....................... 229, 833, 102.!9 ........ ··I 234,052,423. 74 1 .......... 234, 692, 029. 9'J .••••••••• 233, 739, 726. 37 

Total,regular and de- ··········I 2,490,093,587. 79 
. •••••••.• 1 2, 530, 317, 249. 49 1 .••••••••• 2, 535, 344, 960. 67 1 .••••••••• , 2, 520, 679, 693. 34 ficieucy bills ....... ................ 2, 510, 614, 656. 4U 

MARCH 14, 1923. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MosEs in the chair). The 
que tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Ur. BURSD~l. Mr. President, we now have just eight min
utes, according to the clock. I hope there is no Membe1· of this 
body with soul o dead, and wh-0 is possessed. of such a cruel 
heart, that he will be willing to engage in a filibuster for the 
remaining eight minutes in 01·der to prevent the veterans of the 
Ch'il War and their widows from obtaining the relief which 
would be accorded them under this bill. 

:\lr. OVER)B . .J.~. Mr. President, I am glad the distinguished 
and able Senator from Wyoming admits that the figures I have 
put in the RECORD are correct. I ask each Senator to examine 
tho e figures, which he will find in the REconn, giving the fig
ure which have been certified as correct. I want to say that 
the clerks did not prepare them ; I prepared them myself and 
ent them to the clerks io ~erify, and they hav~ been verified. 

They extend back to three years before the war and three years 
since the war, and, deducting all those appropriations which 
have grown out of the war, this Congress has spent $512,000,000 
more than we spent in 1915. 

)Ir. W ARRE~. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
:Mr. OVER1\1Ai.~. I yield. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator d.ld not state, and, of course, 

it was not his purpose to state, the fact that the income has also 
increased. For instance, the Senator has referred to the ex· 
peuillture of $600,000,000 fo:r the Post Office Department, or such 
a matter, but the income and the earnings of this department 
have very largely increased. Again, in the matter of internal
revenue taxation, these . deficiency appr-0pl'iation bills have con
tained between $150,000,000 and $200,000,000 in repayments, or 
to provide for future repayments, of illegally collected taxes. 
In the meantime we have been collecting more than a billion 
dollars of taxes that were uncollected in former years. So that 
the income is keeping pace with and ls really a great deal more 
than the outgo. 

l\ir. OVERl\LA.N. ~fr. President, the figures and facts as cer
tified to me by the Bureau of Efficiency, a Republican bureau, 
show that the expenses for this year exceeded the expenses of 
1915 by more than a billion dollars, but in fairness I have de
ducted all those appropriations growing out of the war, still 
leaving an excess of appropriations of $512,000,000. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Presi<lent, I am told that the objec
tions which :were made to certain Senate resolutions on yester
day will be withdrawn. Therefore I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of Senate Resolution 427--

1\lr. BURSUl\l. I call for the regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the motion to 

take up House bill 13980. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Also Senate Resolution 437, providing 

for assistant clerks to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate and the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

J\1r. Mc.KELLAR. I was one of those who objected, and I 
withdraw the objection, and hope the resolution will pass. 

Mr. BURSUl\I. I call for the regular order. I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
:l\lr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from North Cai·o

lina bas not in his figures made note of the fact that since 1915 
we appropriate each year over $500,000,000 for the wounded 
and disabled veterans of the World War. That does not appear 
in the figures, so that the people of the country could know it. 
I may add, Mr. President--

Mr. OVER~'l.A.1~. The Senator is wrong, as he usually is 
when he talks about figures. I did deduct $500,000,000. The 
Seuator is a great juggler with figures. [Laughter.] I take 
that back. All I ask the Senator to do is to take these figures, 
and take a speech I made a few years ago, in which I did de
duct all the war-veteran appropriations, and the Senator will 
agree with me that every figure I have given is accurate, be
cause the clerks of the committee and the Bureau of Efficiency 
liave certified that they are accurate. 

Mr. SMOOT. AU I can say is this--
Mr. CARAWAY. Will the Senator from North Carolina 

yield to me? 
Mr. SMOOT. He has yielded the floor. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I just want one minute. 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 
:'\lr. CARAWAY. I just want to say to my Democratic 

colleagues to remember what Schley said at Santiago. When 
the Spanish fleet was being sunk, he asked the sailors not to 
cheer. He 8aid, "The poor boys are dying." I hope Senators 
on this side will not taunt the Republicans. 

Mr. Sl\fOOT. I expected just such a statement from the 
Senator. 

I want to say to the Senator from ~forth Ca1·0Iina that the 
Senator from Utah may be a juggler with figures, as he inti
mated, but I never state a figure to this body that I am not 
able to pro>e. I will say that to the Senator, whether I juggle 
them or whether I do not. 

I want to say to the Senator further that he should take 
into consideration the $25,000,000 we paid to Colombia the 
pork barrel b.ill for rivers and harbors of over $65,000,ooo: and 
many other items too numerous to mention in time remain
ing in this session of Congress. In 1915 we did not have to 
appropriate anything for the payment to the veterans of a 
World War, to the disabled and wounded--

1\lr. BURSUM. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
vote on the pension bill? 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Yes; I will permit a Tote. I yield now. 
1\lr. DIAL. We can not get a vote now. We have no inten

tion of having a vote. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE P:RESIDENT. 

l\fr. LODGE and Mr. ROBINSON appeared, and l\fr. LODGE 
said: 

Mr. President, the committee appointed by the Senate to 
wa~t upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that the Senate had completed its business, and ask if he had 
any further communications to make, have fulfilled that duty 
and the President info~s us that he has no further com: 
munications to make to the Senate. 

STATE BANKS, ETC., MEMBERSHIP IN FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to the provisions of sec
tion 506 of the agricultural credits act of 1923, the Chair ap
points Mr. McLEAN, l\fr. WELLER, and Mr. GLASS members on 
the part of the Senate of the joint committee to investigate the 
question of securing larger membership of State banks and trust 
companies in the Federal reserve system. 

TRIBUTE TO DEAN OF CORPS OF OFFICIAL REPORTERS. 

Mr. HARRISON. l\fr. President, there are many faithful 
employees of the Senate who have rendered splendid service 
during this Congress, but there is one who is outstanding in 
that service. This is the twenty-eighth Congress he has seen 
expire. He came here in 1868, and is still fresh and active. 
He is the dean of the Official Reporters, and I am sure we all 
wish our friend, Mr. Shuey, " ell. [Applause.] 

SENATOR JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there is an article in the Bal
timore Sun of Sunday morning in regard to Senator JoHN 
SHARP WILLIAMS, which I ask to have printed in the RECORD 
in 8-point type. It was written by Mr. Theodore Tiller, one of 
the ablest correspondents in Washington; and I also ask to 
haYe printed in the RECORD an article from the Memphis Com
mercial .Appeal, written by Mr. R. l\L Gate , to be printed in 
8-point type. 

There being no objection, the articles were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows: 
NO 'MORE BOREDOM IN SE i ATE FOR JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS-VETERA~ 

MISSISSIPPIAN SLIPS QUIETLY OUT OF WASHINGTON TO AVOID 
ELABORATE CERE~CONIES OF FAREWELL. 

(By Theodore Tiller.) 
WASHINGTON, March 3.-The manner of the exit of JOHN 

SHARP WILLI.A.Ms from Washington and public service was 
typical of the whimsicality and modesty of the man. Only a 
few of his intimates knew until to-day that he had not awaited 
the fall of the gavels bringing the Sixty-seventh Congress to a 
close. Now the story may be told-all the way from that 
quiet little dinner at the home of Philip Roche to a scene at the 
Union Station as Senator WILLIAMS slipped out of Washington 
last Wednesday afternoon. 

He heard that they might give him a farewell speech or so 
in the Senate. He wanted no such display. He heard also 
that the back-home folks, around Yazoo City, Miss., and a town 
or so en route, wanted to stage a home-coming celebration in 
his honor. .And then he decided that he would slip quietly· 
out of Washington and quietly into Yazoo City, no one knowing 
the exact time of his departru:e or arrival. 

NO CERlllMO:-!Y OF FAREWELL. 

There were just a few who knew that he intended to go four 
day before the end of the ~ession. One of them was Philip 
Roche, a doorkeeper at tbe Senate Chamber. Philip Roche was 
there when the train pulled out of Washioa-ton. The tears ran 
down his face as he said good-by to JOHN SHARP \VILLB.:-.1s, 
whom he almost worships. His voice was thick with emotion 
and sighs came from the broad bo. om of a bulky, gray-headed 
man, whose shoulders stooped a bit more as his friend left. 
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Philip Roclie is an Irishman, born in county Tipperary, who 
ra me to thi~ country fifty-odd years ago. For 30 years he has 
kno'Til and loved JOHN SHA.RP 'VIILIAMS; but even before that 
time there hnrl been a faint family association, for Roche's 
brother-in-law fought for the Stars and Bars alongside Senat~r 
\VILLL-\ M ' fatl1er, who was killed at Shiloh. 1\Iost of Roches 
relatives -.;rere in the Confederate Army. So were most of 
Wu:r.L-\M s's. 

In the old davs Philip Iloclte owned a saloon on Newspaper 
Row in Washington. It was a cozy place, to which came poli
tician .·, writers, and otlte1·s. Senator 'Vrr.LHUS dropped in 
there at times for a toddy, and Philip Roelle served tlie best 
thing in the houRe when his favorite state men came in. After 
prohibition Roche became a Senate doorkeeper in his old age. 

ONT,Y ONtl Dl::\NER .4.T PARTING. 

During the last month of Senator 'Vn;LIAMS'8 service of 
ne.arly 8.0 years in Congress he received dozens of tnvitR.tions to 
attend banquet::;:, State functions, formal affairs in Washington. 
He declined them all . The day before he was to go Phllip 
Roche asked Senator WILLIAl.f8 to come to his home and break 
breall with him before he quit Washington. That was one invi
tation .JoHi'\ SHARP WrLUA.MS instantly accepted. 

They went to the modest home of Philll) Uoche. Other who 
gathered there for this remarlrnble dinner included former Sen
ator :Mark Smith, a crony of WILLIAMS. ~enator PAT HARRISON, 
Joseph P. 'l'umulty, and a few more. Ilodie, with all the hospi
tality of his nature, waited on the table a part of the time and 
then sat down and ate with his guests. Tben they sat around 
and told stories and reminisced. JoHN SHARP Wrr..Lu..:Ms and 
Mark Smith doing mo ·t of the talking and going back into mem
ory for wondP.t'ful experiences of other <la~ . . 

That was .JoHx SHARP WILLIAM. 's farewell dinner in "Wash
ington. It was without formality or speeches. But sentiment 
and old friendships \Vere there, and that is why Wcr.uAMS went~ 
Tllis brings us to something he said about sentiment not long 
ago. 

SE~TIMENT ALO"Xlil El'\D l' R}~S. 

"A few days ago," aid WIT.LIAM ', a man to whom the Senate 
always gave attention. "we lleal'cl a Senntor refer to sentiment 
contemptuously. Them is no poetry in the soul of a man who 
can refer to sentiment contemptuou.:ly. To say that a man is 
sentimental Js to pay him the llighe~t compliment that one man 
can pay to another. or that a pm·f' wonrnn can pay a brave man. 
The only thing that is not rotten and can not rot is human ~ enti
ment. 

"I belong to a breetl of men who for 400 yeal'S have been 
dy1ng on the wrong sic:lE>. Some of them fought like fools for the 
Stuarts in Engfand. Some of them djed under T:vrone's Roman 
Catliollc insurrection in Irelarnl. Some of them followed the 
Star and Bar until they fell in gloom, though not in disgrace, 
at Appomattox. 

"We do not rf'cogni~e tbat entiment is t--0 be referred to 
contemptuom~I.\'. If it were so to be refened to, the man who 
diet1 for the Rtuarts was .'imply an infernal fool, and the man 
who followed Rohert E. Lee to Appomatox did not have much 
sense. But, nil the same, he had heroism, he bad courage, and 
be had communion with the immortal god!!. because the~r were 
in llis heart, and the verr spirit of .Te us Christ was before 
him-hecam~e .1 f'.~us fought for the greatest lost cRnf<e the 
world has ever known. I have no sentiment to waste on the 
man who refer to sPntiment contemptuously. 

LAST TillBUTIJ TO BT. ACK l\IA)IMY. 

The last re;.;olution Senator JOHN SHARP WILLIA~rs askeu the 
Senate to eon~ider wai:; one autllorlzlng the erection on public 
grounds of the lTnited States, in Washington, of " a monument 
in memory of the faithful colored mammies of tlle South." The 
Senate adopted lt unanimously. Jefferson DaYls Chapter, No. 
60, United Daughters of the ConfedP-racy, will erect this monu
ment to the old southern "mammy.'' 

SPnator WILLI.AMS typified the old South, but not the "pro
fes~ional southerner." His drawl was inimitable. So pleasing· 
was It that it might lrnxe lulled one to sleep--except that no 
one ever slept 'vhile JoHN SHARP 'VILLIAMS spoke. He had 
all the weapon-· of oratory from satire and sarcasm to eulogies 
of the purest English. Educated both in this country and 
abroad, be waR one of the few real scholars who have made 
Senate debates historic. 

He was genuinely southern and pastoral in his tastes, too. 
When he said good-by to the Mississippi Valley Society of 
Washington a few nights ago he spoke to folks from back home, 
and in his quaint way said, in substance: 

BIR "ART OF GROWI~O OT.D. 

" I am going back to Yazoo City and my old home on a rural 
fl'ee-<leli>ery route. I want to get up again each morning as 
I hear the roosters crow. I want to pick flowers whlle the dew 

is st111 on them. Then, I want to come back an<l hi:tve my 
cotree and breakfast. Later on, if I Rm , o fortunate as to 
hava any left in these da~~s, I want to stir myself a tot.ldy 
whenever I feel tbat I would like one. 

"Through the middle of the cla)~ I '"'ill read books, putter 
around the place, and talk to my neighlJol's. At noon I will 
leisurely eat my dinner. 

"After dinner I wlll read some more, anrl tben hlte in the 
evening I will eat supper-R.nd notice that I call it supper, 
this last meal of the d1i'y. 'l'llat's what we call it in 1\1issi ·
sippi. 

"And as night and the time for bed approaches, I will Ii ten 
to the greatest chorus of voices that man ever heard, music 
that will charm me and make me ready for repo. e--the voices 
of m~7 mocking birds.'' 

Going on, Senator \VILLUYS said he want ed to live that way 
until he died and then be calTied out of the house by his 
neighbors and buried among his people. 

PAllTING SHOT AT THE SENAT:tl. 

Quickly shifting from sentiment to cynicl~m. he added: 
"Now, some may say that tbRt is not a very 'vondet·ful thing 

to do-all this I've mapped out for my future days-but it i · 
a lot more hone.st than being a Senator.'' 

1\lonths ago Senator WILLIAMS told his colleague, Senator 
PAT HAnRISON, tliat he was tired of the Senate and public life 
and would not seek reelection (which no doubt he could have 
had without opposition). 

"I'd rather be n dog and bay the moon than stay in tlle 
Senate another six years," he said. "I'm til'ed of it all, and 
going home to rE>st." 

NO DESIR» FOR l\CO:S»Y, EITHER. 

This spirit of abandon and desil'e for repose was exemplified 
uuring the past few weeks, when he received numerous offer 
to go on the lecture platform, to write books, to write weekly 
comment for newspapers, and what not. One syndicate offered 
Senator 'Vru;c,ncs $30,000 a year to write a story each week 
about current events or any other topic selected by him. A 
young fellow came down to persuade Senator 'VILLIA:MS to 
sign the contract. With tbat enticing drawl in his voice Sen
ator WILLIAMS finally said: 

"Ko, young man, I want to rest, not to write. I wouldn't be 
tied down to do anything once a week for anybody or for 
$30,000. You might take it up witll me tl1ree or four months 
from now; when I am rested up a bit, and maybe I'll write a 
s tory or two, but I don't think I will." 

In Senate delmte no Senator could draw a smile or a laugh 
from the galleries more quickly than JoH.. SHARP WlLLllMS. 
When he arose ever.rone knew that he would lend a sparkle to 
the proceedings; that the shafts of his wit would hit somewhere 
in the Chamber. Here is a sample extract from his last speech 
in the Senate, wherein he discussecl everything from the ship 
suh idr bill to the Louisiana anu Florida purchase: 

PEHSU ... SIYE W .\YS OF .T ... CKSOX. 

" " re not only rather coerced the Florida purcha ·e," he said, 
whim:::ically, "but old 'Andy' Jackson went down thE:re and 
invaded the territory, fought everything in sight, hung three 
British :uhjects, and then afterwards got so mad because tbe 
Secretary of State questioned his right to inYade foreign territory 
antl hang three British subjects-somebody having censured 
him for it-that he and Thoma H. Benton spent nearly the 
bRlance of their official lives trying to get the censure removed. 
And finally they dicl get 1t removed, so that the Journal of tllis 
most august body to-day stands with various lines run through 
it and other rubbed out.'' 

" I hesitate to question the historical accmacy of a great 
scholar like the Senator from Mississippi," interrupted . Senator 
STANLEY, "but I think he has given Andy credit for one too 
many-it ,.,,as two instead of three British subjects that be 
hung.'' 

" Perhaps so," said " ' ILLIAMS, "but that was not Andy's 
fault, for he would have hung another if there had been any 
more he cared to hang." 

"Tlley \Vere hanged in Florida," said Senator Loom~ 
"Yes; they were hanged in Florida, for Andy did not eyen 

take the trouble to brin~ them over the line," ag1·eed Senator 
WILLIAMS. 

HATED KAISER BUT :\OT GERMAXS. 

During the World 'Var Senator WILLLurs made many 
speeches arraigning the German military machine and the 
Kaiser, but he was different in his feeling toward the German 
people. Remembering his days at the Uni\ersity of Heidel
berg, in Baden, he once said: 

"I join the President · in 11aving n0 hos tillt.v toward the 
German people. I spent two and a half years ()f my life witlt 
them; and I loYe them-a whole lot of tllem. Tlle man who 
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fnhabits the borders of the Rhine, the man who lnhablts Ba
raria and Wurttemberg--easily · moved to tears, and easily 
ID-O\ed to laughter, and ea ily moved to rage--is a man whom I 
have learned to lo•e. 

"And I have always believed this war in Europe, brought on 
J:>y the ob tinate refusal of the Kaiser to leave either to a 
tribunal of arbitration or to a concert of Europe the question 
at issue between Austria and Serbia, and inspiring Austria to 
refusal, is a proof of the truth of the adage, •Whom the gods 
would destroy, they first make mad.' " 

READY FOR ORATORICAL BATTLE. 

In the retirement of Senator WILLIAMS it is generally con
ceded the upper Chamber loses one of its most entertaining 
and ablest men. In both Senate and House be was always 
ready for debate, but there was no rougb-and-tumble display 
about Wm. Going into action, he walked slowly down the 
aisles, his left hand always cupped behind a deaf left ear. 
His gray hair was frequently rather touseled. He wore always 
an old-fashioned standing collar, with his Adam's apple show
ing through its wide space at the front. He was clean but 
cai:eless in his dress. If h1s trousers bagged and his coat 
sagged it mattered little to him. 

He had a way of going across the Chamber and sitting right 
in front of a Senator to who e speech he wanted to listen. He 
would stt there as though enraptured, never takiHg his eyes 
from the face of the speaker and never removing that left hand 
from behind his ear. Sometimes he did this to disconcert a 
politf'.cal enemy. For instance, when Senator l\lcCUMBER was 
deHvering a long, dry speecb on the tariff bill, Sellltor WILLIAMS 
moved across and seated himself almost at l\1c0UMBER's knee. 

Senator McCmrnER had brought into the Chamber va1~ious 
articles of foreign and domestic manufacture to. illustrate the 
difference in quauty and cost of production. Among them was 
a cuckoo clock. Senator WILLIAMS, disconcerting McCuMBER a 
bit, began to play with the clock. Occasionally be peered more 
€losely at it, as though expecting the cuckoo bird to hop out. 
There was amusement on both floor and galleries. About every
body was smiling except lUcOuMBER, who orated on and got little 
attention because everybody was watching WILLIAMS. 

FINALLY BREAKS Tllll CLOCK. 

Eventually the Mississippi Senator~ tugged too hard at the 
pendulum and the clock fell down with a great noise at Mc
OuMB~s feet. Then, having had his little joke, the Mississippi 
Senatrn.· grinned and went out of the Chamber. He had little 
patience with time-killing ta.rift' debates. He, a member of the 
Finance Committee, had the faculty of making a tari.1! speech 
and putting- bits of pep and jazz into it. 

His oratorical powers ran the gamut from deepest sentiment 
to bitterest sarcasm. He seldom If ever used the bludgeon of 
outright ridicule. H""rs make-up encompassed everything from 
geniality, comiviality, and love of human nature, and birds 
and animals, to a fighting spirit inherited from ·ancestors de
scribed by him as fighting for lost causes for 400 years. 

Coming to Congre.ss 30 · years ago, he has written " 30 "
the sigpal of the telegrapher and the newspaper man meaning 
"the end "-to his own remarkable and br-illiant career. Yazoo 
City takes him back with open arms; the moeking birds he 
talked about will sing for him each day, and Philip Roche, the 
doorkeeper, ts not alone in Washington ·when he laments tee 
-voluntary departure of JoHN SHARP WILLIAMS and calls him 
" one of God's noblemen." 

I also present an a1~ticie on Senator WILLIAMS from the Com
mercial Appeal, of lUemphis, Tenn., written by their Washington 
e<>rrespondent, Mr. R. l\L Gates, an excellent newspape1· man: 
[From the Commercial Appeal, Memphis, Sunday morning, February 2~ 

1923.] 
JQHN SHARP WILLIAMB l.mAVU\G CONGRESS AFTER 28 YEARS OF DISTIN

GUISHED SERVICD--HIS DJlPARTURJl A SEVERE Loss TO STATEISMA.N
SHIP. 

Lord Bryce's estimate of southern statesmen-that " they had 
an enlargement of view and an aptitude for grasping and de
ciding continuous lines of policy and, in fact, a turn for states
manship as contrasted with mere politics "-applies particu
larly to Mississippi's famous orator, who within a week goes 
back to Cedar Grove. 

(By R. M. Gates.) 
WASHINGTON, Februa1·y 24.-0f the 15 Senators who will pass 

out of the upper House of Congress March 4 it is the going out 
of JOHN SHAB.P WILLIAMS that will be remarked and regretted 
as a national loss. He has evoked and held uninterruptedly 
the admiring interest of the Nation as no other Member of 
either House of the Congress within the past 30 years. This ts 
true, first, because the retiring seillor 1\lissfssippi Senator's 
statesmanship has long since come to be regarded by thoughtful 

students of the Government as ene af the Nation's political 
assets, and, secondly, his vision in the contemplation of l~rge 
governme:ntal problems has never been ob cured by the petty 
fogs o:f little p~rsonalities and prejudke · that invariably en
velop the loose-Jawed c;lemagogue and political timeserver. 

Neither as a Senator nor as a Repre entative in the lower 
House did JOHN SHARP WILLIAM ever seek or attempt to de
ceive himself as a national legislator, and because of this un
broken allegiance to his own political conscience he never 
sought to deceive or mislead either the people <Jf his own sov
ereign State or the people oi the United States. He has always 
been scrupulously honest in his attitude toward !>'Ublic ques
tions, even though he may not always have been either wise or 
right in the massed opinion of the majority. 

Never in the 28 years of his congressional service was he ever 
suspected or accused, even by his critics, of casting a vote to 
catch the popular ear or to appeal to the particular phase or 
fancy that at the time seemed to hold the popular imagination. 
Creasy said that " it would. indeed be difficult to name a single 
quality which a gene1·a1 ought to have and with which the Duke 
of Marlborough was not eminently gifted." 

To say that it would be difficult to name a single quality 
which a statesman ought to have and with which Senator JoHN 
SHARP WILLIAMS is not eminently gifted may be hyperbole but 
certainly Senator WILLIA.Ms embodies as many of the esse~tial 
qualities that make for sound statesmanship as any Member of 
the Senate to-day or of any Member of that august body within 
the past quarter of a century. Upon the basic foundation ot 
moral and intellectual honesty a superstructure of scholarly 
attainments, reinforced by natural gifts and graces of mind ot 
a rare order, has been reared, and from this almost marvelous 
storehouse of information he has given- fi·eely to the world in 
Senate and House debates on questions of national moment and 
concern. Suffice it to say that the Senate ~f. the United States 

. will be the poorer for the loss of JOHN SHARP WII.LIAMS. 

GOING BACK TO C'EDAR GROVE, 

So much by way of preface to the more important and perti
nent fact that on March 4, JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS, senior Sen
ator from Mississippi during the past 12 years, will retire from 
puhlic life that he may give himself over to the fuller, sweeter 
and ideally reposeful life that awaits his coming at Ced~ 
Grove~ in Yazoo County. There, as he expressed himself the 
other day, he expects to enjoy his children, grandchildren the 
birds, the trees, and the flowers that unite to make the old an
cestral Sharp home and plantation the dear and delightful 
shrine that it is. Whether in ·this congenial and compensating 
environment he will devote even a porti.-On of his time to dis
tinctly literary effort is problematical. He may or may not 
write a book or several books. 

Pressing and flattering have been invitations :from the lead· 
ing publishers of the country to give them something from his 
pen after he shall have separated himself :from political life. 
but thus far Senator Wn.LIAMS has remained silent. Some 
time ago he thought that be might write the life of John l\Iar.;. 
shall as one way of employing a part of his leisure, but be has 
not recently said anything that would encourage his friends 
and admirers to look forward to such an illuminating produc
tion. 

Senator WILLIAMs's intimate friends know he feels that no 
adequate or sufficiently discriminating life of the great Virginia 
jurist has yet been given to the world He does not feel that 
this famed Virginian has been portrayed as he was, but, on 
the contrary, most of his biographers-Macaulaylike-have in 
too many instances sacrificed facts to fancy and fine writing. 
Up to the present time Senator WILLIAMs's sole contributfon to 
lib1·ai·y literature is his "Thomas Jefferson," which in reality 
is a series of lectures deli\ered at Columbia University. Un
doubtedly the life of John Marshan by JoHN SHARP WILLIAMS 
would take instant rank as an American classic. May he 
change his mind and devote himself to the task, is the wish of 
those who know his abiJity to make its execution a permanent 
contribution of inestimable educational and historical value. 

28 YEAllS IN CO!l'GRESS. 

Twenty-eight years, nearly a gene1·ation, is the measure of 
JoHN SHARP \VILLIAMs,s service in public life. He was :first 
elected to the House of Representatives in 1893 and served i'fl 
that body 16 years. He had not been a Member of the House 
but a short time before he was accorded first rank as a debater, 
though the membership of the House at that time included 
some of the brightest minds and most incisive lnteliects in the 
Nation. In those days the rule of tl'le States was to send men 
of exceptional merit, generou ability, and o:f a high order of 
general accomplishments to Congress. The number of "pikers" 
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was comparatively small, w at least sm~ll enough to render 
their demagogy harmles · on th~ whole. 

When J oHN 8.HARP W"lI.Lu.Ms entered the House in 1893, ihe 
found Champ Clark ancl •De Armond from Missouri, W. C. P. 
Breckinridge from Ken.tucks, Breckinridge from Arkansas, :Mc
Millin, Richardson, and Enloe from Tennes ee, Sam Robertson 
from Louisiana, Judge Turner and Charles F. Cri p from 
Georgia, Oates from Alabama, Joe 'Bailey and Da\id R Culber
son from Texas, George D. Wise and Ha:rry St. George Tucker 
from Virginia, and from hi._ own State Hernando D. l\loney 
and "Private" John Allen. Over in the Senate there were such 
notables as George and Walthall from l\Iississippi, Jones from 
Arkansas, Caffery from Loui iana, Wade Hampton from South 
Carolina, Zeb Vance from North Carolina, Beck and Joe Black
burn from Kentucky, l\Iorgan and Pugh from .Alabama, Voor
hees and Turpie from Indiana, Brice from Ohio, and Harris and 
Bate from Tennessee. Although comparison::; are reputed odious, 
how do the names of a similar number of House and Senate 
Members of to-day compare with those mentioned abo\e? 

From almost the -day of his entrance into the Hou.<::e Jon~ 
SBARP WILLIAMS was recognized as one of the leaders of 
his party, but he was not fmmally designated leatler of the 
Democrats for several year thereafter. It -was his measuring 
of verbal lances on the tl.001· wit.h such keen Republi<:an intel
lects as fete Hepburn, of iowa, John Dalzell, of Pennsylrnnia, 
and Charles H. GrosYenor, of Ohio, that con-rinced the Demo
crats that WILLIAMS was the man for party leadershlp. Re
publican leaders er.e this had been convinced, to their sorrow 
and co,nfusion, that they :had a foeman worthy their best steel. 
Even Republican Senators had ·been ath·acted by the llissi -
sippian's prowess in the fie'td of open debate and did not hesi
tate to render him the homage of public acknowledgment of 
their admiration. It was the late Senator John 1V. Spooner of 
Wisconsin, who said that "' a a roug;h and tumble debater 
JoHN SHARP WELLIAMS did not haye an equal in any parlia
mentary bo.dy in the world." 

The Mis ·issippian 1'"3.S minority leader in the House wllen 
the Aldrieh-Vreeland emergency currency bill wa pa~sed, aud 
it was due in a large measure to his unanswerable attack on 
that piece of class legi~lation which in the ensuing congres
sional elections re ulted in the loss of the House to the Repub
licrtns and il:s coasequent ·organization by the Democrats the 
following year. He branded the ·bill as just another attempt to 
tighten the grip o"f the Ke\Y York money interests on the re.st 
of the countr~·. 

The single speech <reUvered in the Hou e by JOHN SHAI:.P 
WILLIAM, and the one with wltich his cname and fame will be 
longest associated, was in ~P a$-tion to the annexation of the 
Philippi,nes. His 9-P.POSition . Yas based upon the contention that 
the p.roposition was ·owosed to the birth principle and the life 
principle of the American Republic and therefore sub•ersirn of 
the very spirit of the Declaration of Jndependeuce. and It~ 
still b._o.lds to the objections \"rhlch ·he then urged as a nonanne:x
ationist. 

ENTERED THl: SENATE DEBATii'\G. 

JoHN SHARP Wn.LIAMs entered the Senate after having been 
out of public life two years-ft·om 1909 ,to 1911-and it i 
almost literally true that ·he went in debating. When he be
came a Seuatoi- after a ,voluntary .hiatus of two year the out
sta11ding Member of that ·body on the Democratic side was· 
Jo~ eph W. Bailey, <Yi Texa That is~ the virile Texan was 
de ervedly esteemed as the ablest debater among the Demo
crats at least; and when JoHN SH.ARP WILLIAMS was elected 
to the Senate there \"ras much speculation as to how he and 
Senator Joe Bailey would hlt it off. They had served together 
in the House and each had taken the .measru·e of the other in 
debate. Now that he wa a Senator, Capitol gossips were pa -
ing along all sorts of predictions of jealousy and rivalry and 
verbal clash~s in open forum between the di tinguished l\lissi -
sippian aod the oratol'ically famed Bailey, of Texas. 

While there was never any surface manife3tathm of jealou. y 
or rivalry between Senato..r WILLillrs and Senator BaHey, the~· 
held sharvly divergent views in regard to certain funclamental 
principles of party government, and it happeued that on the 
second day of his senatorship Jo.Hix SHA.RP WILLliM found 
himself in the middle of a furious debate with the Texas Sen
ator on the question of free raw material. The debate con
sumed two days, and as a result of it Senator WILLIA:MS gained 
at the very outset the rank in the Senate which bis career in 
the House had given &ssurance he would achieve long before 
the expiration of .his first term in the .Senate. That he would 
become Democratic leader in fact_, if not by formal party d~sig
natiou, was pi;edlcte<l, hut that he would find opportunity ,to 

earn tbat distinction withln less than three days afteJ.· entering 
the Senate was in the nature of th~ unex;pected. 

The debate between ·Senator WIL;r..r.u1s and Senator Bailey, 
as stated, was on free :..1w material, the Texa Senator having 
i ·sued the challenge by the statement that free ra" material 
was ·not historically a Democratic d0.ctrine but originated with 
P1•esident Grover Cle\eland. Senator WILLIAM sprang into 
the debate with the contention that free raw material had been 
political policy in the Democratic Party since the administra
tion of Thomas Jefferson, whose Secretary of the Treasury, 
Gallatin, had defended the principle and urged its p.ractice. 
F'1·om Jeffer on to Buchanan, said Senator 'VILLU:MS, the Dem
ocratic Party had stood consistently for free raw material, 
which had been an established policy in England from the 
days of Adam .Smith. Senator Bailey's position was that if 
the manufactured product was taxed, the raw material should 
likewise be subject to a tartrf tax. 

The clash between these giants in debate was denominated 
as epochal, and for several yeru·s thereafter it was to the 
Senate that visitors flocked for edifying discussion. Opinion 
as to whether the palm of victory should be awarded to the 
versatile l\1ississippian or to the ponderous Texan was divided, 
but certainly there was no cliYersity of opinion as to the ac
count which JOHN SHARP WILLIAMS ga\e of himself. He bad 
done the very thing that had been prophesied be would do, viz, 
take the front rank as a debater in the Senate. This rank 
and distinction he has held uninterruptedly down to the present 
time. 

OTHER l\lE.MORABLE DEUATllS. 

Xotable as was the Williams-Bailey free i·aw-material de
bate as a senatorial curtain .rai er, the new l\Hssis ippi Senator 
was destined to shine forth even .in b.righter rad~ance in dis
cus ··ions not yet fo.reshadowed. There was in the Senate at 
that time a Senator from Idaho. Bis name wa He_yburn and 
he was, in spite of any inherent goodne s or chm·ity that lie 
may have been justified in elaiming, a so1·t of professional 
" outh hatei·." He seemed not t9 hav:e realized that th.e War 
ibetween the States had ended at Appomattox a.o.d that there 
wa a United States of America. Whlle Senator WII.LIA~s 
loYed the South and the cause of the CQnfederacy witll as 
much warmth of affection as Heyburn was -wont to exhibit for 
the Nortb and the cause of the Union, he di cretely refrain-e.d 
from any unseemly manifestation th.at mig}lt be construed as 
deliberately provocative of sectional discus~ion. 

Not. so with Sena.tor Heyburn, who was in sea.son and out 
keen for a pretext that might be seized upon as warranting 
a wallop at the South and the Confederacy. For several years 
the unreconstructed Idaho Senator had been asper tng the 
South whenever his breakfast or his lunch had gone against 
him, aud aside from drawing more or les desultory fire from 
the Democratic side of the Chamber, his sectional "ravings" 
w.ent unnoticed. lt was different when JOH:N SHAIU> WILLIAl\JS 
entered the Senate. The romping on the South days of the 
1.rasci.l:>le ldaho Senator were then numbered. Their first cla h 
came when one day Senator WILLIA.MS propo ed that the Senate. 
increa e the monthly pay of an old and partially decrepit 
negro employee of tbe C~tol, who had been brought to Wash
ington by Senator Jefferson Davis. This proposal was a match 
to th.e Huyburn powder keg, and the explosion that .followed was 
verbally terrific. Hey:burn's yet ch·ip.ping "bloo~y shirt" was 
again unfurled. Decorously, yet :with gathering fury, Senator 
WILLIAMS listened to the uo.provoked attack on bis section, bis 
State, and his party, and wheu the exllausted Heyburn took 
his seat the incensed Mississippian let go all the artillery in 
his arsenal. 

This was Heyburn's first real castigation, and his usually 
composed and florid face alternated expressions of pain and 
amazement. He had bee:r;i soundly drubbed for the first tiJDe, 
and that, too, by a Democratic Senator who was comparatively 
a new Member, who, according to Senate tradition, should be 
seen a long time be.fore be is hea.l'd. This experience sufficed 
to keep a quietus OR Heyburn fo1· months, and though he n~ver 
lo ·t an opportunity afterwards to take a crack at the South, 
he never again remained in hls seat under .J OH.c SR.ARP Wrr.
LIA:Ms's fire in retort, but almost in\a.riably retired to the Re
publican cloakroom when the Mi sissippi Senator rose to reply. 
But Senator WJLLillIS was at his best as a debater in th~ 
Senate during tbe days just preceding America's entrance into 
the World War. Absolutely and w1equivocally a believer in 
the justice .of his country's cause and of its p1·ovocation for tak
it\g part in that titanic struggle for the pre ervation of Christian 
civilization, Senator WILLI.Ali had no patience, either senti
mental or intellectual, fox tho e who tiy WQrd or deed would 
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even seemingly thwart the preparations which President Wood
row Wilson was then urging upon the Congress as precedent to 

'.America's participation. The chief obstructionist to President 
Wilson's program was Senator LA FOLLETTE, and because of 
this regrettable fact the erratic Wisconsin Senator was oftenest 
within the range of Senator \VILLr..urs's patriotic fire. The 
clashes between the. e opposing Senators were frequent, but, as 
might be expected, the Mississippian emerged each time un
scathed and with unabated zeaJ. Senator WILLIAMS's famous 
reply to Senator La FoLLETTE's concluding antiwar speech was 
remarked and will be remembered as enlarging his reputa
tion for forensic debate even to greater proportions than his 
two days' discussion 'Yith Senator Bailey on free raw material. 

LAST OF OC,D-TIME SEXATORS. 

When .ToHN SH.ARP WILLIAMS goes out of the Senate :March 4, 
the last link that binds the upper House of Congress to the South 
of heroic m~mories will be broken. He is literally the last of 
the l\1ohicans, so far as the South, as the once recognized nur
sery of statesmen in the Senate is concerned. And the pity of it 
does not lessen its truth. It will be aid that the South still 
produces men capable of notable achie·rement in high official 
station. That is true, but it is true also that men of that type, 
as a rule, are to be found in the walks of civil life. It may be 
said also that for some reason the South seems to have lost 
much of the old pride which in other days prompted her to 
chose her biggest and brainiest and best men to speak her 
sentiments in the halls of the National Legislature. 

But back to JOHN SILIBP WILLIAMS, now soon to pass from 
that stage upon which for 28 yea.rs he has taken major roles 
to the lasting credit of himself, to the State of Mississippi, and 
to the Nation. Writing in his American Commonwealth of 
southern men who entered politics before the War between the 
States, I.JOrd Bryce said : " But he had courage and a clear 
vision of his objects, the two gifts essential for a state"man." 
And, again, the same distinguished author and philosopher re
ftects onl southern statesmen of those pre-Civil War days who 
showed " an enlargement of view and an aptitude for grasp
ing decided and continuous lines of policy, and, in fact, a turn 
for statesmanship as contrasted with mere politics." It will 
hardly be denied by the informed that the e descriptions fit 
JOHN SHARP 'VIILIAMS as a cap. He has courage and a clear 
vision and a remarkable aptitude for grasping decided and con
tinuous lines of policy. That he is not a politician is a well
established fact in his entire official career. Perhaps no ~1em
ber of either· branch of Congress ever voted with less thought 
of what the galleries might think of his vote, but always did he 
vote as his conscience, his intelligence, his courage, and his 
sense of responsibility dictated. Instance his vote shortly after 
the signing of the armistice when a resolution with respect to 
Ireland was offered in the Senate. Obviously the resolution in 
question was of political origin and intended as an opportune ap
peal to an element in the American electorate constitutionally 
susceptible to any utterance smacking of criticism of. England. 

The only negative vote against this i;esolution was cast by 
Senator WILLIAMS, who tated at the time that he voted as he 
did because he felt convinced that the resolution was conceiv-ed 
in hatred and delivered for the sole purpose of waking the ani
mosity of a class. But this very resolution had no other effect 
than to afford certain Senators on both sides of the Senate 
Ohamber a coveted opportunity to deliver themselves of anti
British speeches. 

LEGISLATIVE SERVI CE. 

Throughout his years in the House and Senate it was the aim 
of JOHN SHABP WILLIAMS to render a constructive legi:-lative 
service. If he is to be judged alone by a mere utilitarian stand
ard a different verdict of the man and his work will be deliv
ered. 

It was his ense of duty to the Nation as a legislator in the 
Oongress of the United States that made JOHN SHARP WILLI.AMS 
a national figure as well as a national factor and influence. He 
might have allowed his time to be taken up by the countless 
little details of bis office, but being a student and a thinker and 
a factor in the shaping of national policies and legislation, he 
was content to leave matters of trictly utilitarian character to 
others. When on one occasion he was asked by a captious critic 
if any big piece of legislation bore bis name, JOHN SHARP Wrr,
LIAMS, then a Member of the House, replied that while it was 
true his name was not so connected. he could say that he had 
helped to kill a lot of very foolish an<} potentially harmful legis
lation. But things have changed, and under the new political 
dispensation the average Senator now points to his capacity to 
get something for his people or settle some disputed matter a 
constituent has in one of the Government departments at Wash-

ington. This form of se1Tice seems to liaYe super. eel u the con
ception of public duty which at all times ap11ears to haYe actu
ated the elder statesman, and by which the old standard of con
gressional service eems to rest largely upon the ability of the 
Senator or the Hou e l\Iember to walk fast and much, and to 
speak long and loud on any subject without r ferPnce to whPther 
he know~ anything worth while pertaining to it. Arnl t he people 
are gettmg what they want in inver e ratio to what they pre
tend to esteem in the interchange of \iews in private. 

WILLIAMS A:xn HARRJSO~. 

'Ihis article would be incomplete did it not take into account 
the comradeship that has ubsisted between enator WILuA:.rs 
and Senator HABm:soN from the very tlay of the entrance of 
the junior Senator into the Senate. The relationship bas been 
almost as father to on-PA.T H..\RRrno_· regarding his senior 
colleague with a respect and an affection almoNt akin to pater
nal reverence. Their teamwork bas been harmonious at all 
time , though not upon all question. ha....-e the two Senators 
voted alike. But in all matters affecting the interests of ~Iis
sissippi they have cooperated without the lea t friction. It is 
due Senator HAirn1so~ to say here that Senator WILLIAMS will 
retire from the Senate with the highest respect and admiration 
for his junior colleague, whose progressive career be has 
watched with increasing pride. ~ot long . ago , enator WIL
LIAMS remarked that PAT HARRISON had grown more than any 
new Member of the Senate whose com·~e he had ohsen-ed. 

When Senator WILLIAMS announced some months ago that he 
would retire at the end of the present Congress Senator H ARJU
. o~ ga\e notice that be desired to be a signed to tbe . eat in the 
Senate now occupied by his colleague, which, by the way, is the 
seat that was occupied by Jefferson Davis us a Senator from 
:Mississippi. Senator HARRI o~ has been as. ·igned the seat and 
will take it at the next e ·sion of Congre s. Furthermore, Sen
ator HARRISON, as an additional mark of his fl'ien<lship for and 
admiration of Senator WILLB.Ms, will occupy the latter's rooms 
in. the Senate Office Building-No. 217. Senator HARBISON now 
has rooms on the fourth floor. The rooms occupied by Senator 
'VILLI.AMS are on the second floor and overlook the beautiful 
park on the east side of the Capitol. It should be stated al:'io 
that Senator WILLIAMS has the highest respect for his successor, 
Hon. HUBERT D. STEPHExs, of New Albany. He regards him a.· 
a man of fine . ense, splendid ability, courageous, and loyal to hi . 
party and to his convictions. 

WILLU~IS AS .... MAN. 

As a man, considered apart from his activitie · and attain
ments as a national legislator, JoH~ SHARP 'WILLIAMS srnmls 
four square. Utterly without fear, his heart is attuned to the 
sweeter sentiments which impart to life its finest flavor. He 
loves the true and beautiful as depicted by Ruskin, and 8purn 
the little mean and tawdry things that dwa1·f the mind, sbrivel 
the oul, and cheapen human relationships. 

The very embodiment of loyalty to every commitment ot 
heart and mind, he lrns nernr been suspected of ingratitude to 
a friend or treachery to a political foe. The entire lengih of 
his 28 years in the House and the Senate is lined with men 
ready to shout praise of his name, acJmiration for bis fame. 
Certainly no man retiring from public life could wish for or 
could receive a nobler testimonial from those wbo e:-teem him 
and love him because they know him and have wL·ougbt with 
him. Xo sweeter memory will .JoHN SHARP Wrr,LIA:U8 take into 
retirement than this. 

PENSIO~S .A.N"D INCRE_'l.SE OF PE~. JOXS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New ~lexico to proceeu to tbe con
ideration of House bill 13980. 
Mr. DL.\..L. Mr. President, there seems to be some anxiety 

nbout getting some measure passed, and many Renators are in 
favor of getting action on the re olution of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. CALDER] with reference to an investigation into 
the prices of sugar. I think it would be more proper to con· 
sider that resolution and let the country know why the cost of 
ugar has so mounted. 

I do not think it is proper to wait until ju. t hel'ore ,,,-p are 
about to adjourn--

FIX_.\L _.\l)J OL"RZOIE~T. 

The VIOE PRE~IDENT. The hour of J 2 o'cloc;k of the 4th 
day of 1\farcb, 1923, has arri\ed. and. in a<'corclance with the 
Constitution of the United States. tile fom·th session of the 
Sixty-seventh Congress of the "Cnited States has ended, and 
the Senate of the United States stands adjourned sine die. 
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PRESERY ATION 01!, THE HA.LIIlUT FISHERY OF THE 

NORTHERN PACIFIC OCEAN. 
In execufrrn session this day the following convention be· 

tween the United States and Great Britain, signed March 2, 
19'.!3. tor the presen-atlon of the halibut fishery of the Northern 
Pacific Ocean, including Bering Sea, was adopted; and 

Ou motion of l\lr. LoooE, tl&e injunction of secrecy was re
moYed tllerefrom and from the pl'lpers accompanying the same : 

IN F.XR UTIVE SF. SION, SENATE OF THE UNITED STA'l'ES, 

Re, olt ed (two-thirds of the enators present cmwu.rring 
tlterein), That the Senate- advise and consent to the ratifica
tion of Executirn D, Sixt;r-seventh Coogres.s, fourth session, a 
coih-ention lJetween the United States and Great Britain, signed 
on 1\larch 2, 19~3. for the, preserva.ti-0n of the hallbi_1t fishery 
on the Northern Paci.fie Ocean, including the Bering Sea, 
subject to the understanding, which is hereby made a. part 
o-f this reS(llutiarr of ratificntion, that none of the nationals 
and inhabitants. and \'essels and boats of nny other part of 
Grf:'at Dritafu shall engage in halibut fishlng contrary to any 
of the provisions of thi. treaty. 
The Sena'6: . 

I tmnsmtt, w1th the view to receiving the Rdvice and consent 
of the Se11ate to its ratificatiou, a conventiDu }Jetween the 
United States and Great Britain, signed Mnreh 2, 1923, for the 
preservation of tlle halilJnt fishery of the Nortl1ern Pacific 
Ocean, inclmling Bering Seit. WA.BREN G. HARDI o. · 

THE WH!TE Hou E, _l{arch 2, 1.'J~3. 

Tile Pim IDE~T : 
The undeTs1gned, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 

before tlle President, with a view to its tran ·mission to the 
Senate to reeeh·e tbe advice and censent of that body to its 
ratific~tiou, if llis judgmeut approve thereof, a convention be
tween the Uuited Sta te.s and Great Britain, ..;Jgued March 2, 
19::!3, for the pre.senation of th~ lrnllbut fisher. of the ~orthern 
Pacific Oceau, including Bering Sea. 

Respectfully submitted. OHARLKS E. Huoro;s. 
DF.l'.AR'l'lrEXT OF ST.\'rJJ:, 

Was1d.tt[fto11, .Mm·ch 2, 1!l23. 

'fhe United States of Ame~rica and Hts Majesty the King of ' 
the l:nitecl Kingdom of Great Britain and lrelaucl and of the 
Briti~h Dominions beyond the Seas, Emperor of India, being 
equally clesirous of seroring the pre ervation of the hallbut 
fishery of t11e Northern Paclfi.c Ocean, haye resolved to con
clutle ·a con Yentl on for th1s ~urpose, and huve named as their 
ple11ipotentiaries: 

'The Pre ident of the United States of America.: Charles 
Ernns Hughes, 'SecTetnry of State of the United States; and 

His Britan.uic 1\fajesty: The Honorable Ernest Lapointe, K. C., 
B. A., LL~ R., ~:llnister of Mru:ine and Fisheries of Oanada; 

wii11; .. after lm,ing commU:flicated tn each otller their respec
ti"rn full powers, found in goo11 and due f-orm, h~n·e agxeed upon 
the fohomng articles : 

ARTICLE I. 

The nntionals and Inhabitants and the fishing vessels and 
boats of tlle United States and of the Domlnlon of Canada, 
respecti"vely, are hereby pr(}b!btted from fishing for halibut 
(Bipoglo su •) both In the terl1torial waters and in the high 
seas ofr the western coasts of the United States, including 
Bering Sea, and of the Domtni:on of Canada, from the 16th day 
of November next aftet· the date of the exchange of rati.fica- . 
tio11s of this. convention, to. the 15th day of the following Febru
ary, both days inclusive, and within the same period yearly 
thereafter, provided that upm1 the recommendation of the In
te-rnntiona.l FiSheries Commtssion, hereinafter described, this 
clo. e senson may be modified or suspended e.t any time after 
the expiration of three such seasons, by a special agreement 
concluded and duly rattlled bf the- high eontra-etlng parties. 

It is understood that nothing contained in this article shall 
prohibit the nationals or inhabitants and the fishing vessels or 
boats of the Uuited Stntes. and Of the Dominion o-f Canada 
from fishing in tbe waters herelnbefore specified for other spe
cies of fish during the sea.son .when fishing for halibut in such 
waters is prohibited by this article. Any halibut that may be 
taken incldentally when fishing for other fish during the season 
when fishing for ballbut is prohibited under the provisions of 
this article may be retained and used for food for . the crew 
of the vessel by which they are ta.ken. Any portion thereof 
not so used shall be landed and immediately turned over to 
the d11ly authorized officers of the Department of Commerce of 
the United ~tutes or of the Department of Mnrine and Fish
eries of tbe Domin.ion ot Canada~ Any fish turned over to such 

officers in pursuance of the proviSlon of this. article shall be 
sold by them to the highest bidder and the proceeds of such 
sale, exclusi'e of the necessary expenses in connection there
with, shall be paid by th.em into the treasuriea of their respec-
th·e countries. · 

AllTICLJl II. 
Every national or inhabitant, vessel or boat of the United 

States or of the Dominion of Canada engaged in halibut fish
ing in violation of the preceding article may be seized except 
within the jurisdiction of the other party by the cluly author
ized officers of either high contracting parties and detained 
by the officers making such seizure and delivered as soon as 
practicable to an authorized official of the country to which 
such person, vessel or boat belongs, at the nearest point to the 
place of seizure, or elsewhere, as may be mutually agreed upon. 
The authorities of the nation to which such person, vessel or 
boat belongs alone sl1all have jurisdiction to conduct prosecu· 
tions for the violation of tile provisions of the preceding article 
or of the laws or regulations which either high contracting 
party may make to carry those provisions into e1'1'ect, and 
to impose penalties for such violations; and the witnesses and 
proofs necessary for such prosecutions, so far as such wit
nesses or proofs are under the control of the other high con
tracting party, shall be furnished with all reasonable prompti
tude to the authorities having jurisdiction to conduct the 
prosecutions. 

ARTICLE III. 
The higll contracting parties agree to appoint wlthtn two 

month· after the exchange of ratifications of this convention 
a commission, to be knowu as the international fisheries com
mission, consisting of four members, t\'\"o to ~ be appointed by 
each party. This commission hall continne to exist o long as 
this con'\"entlon shall remain in force. Each party shall pay 
the salaries. and expense of its own members, and joint ex
penses incurred by the commission sha.ll be paid by tlie hoi·o 
high contracting parties in equal moieties. 

The commission shall make a thorough investigatic>n into the 
life history of the Pacific halibut. and such inve~tigation shall 
be undertaken as soon as practicable. Tl1e c-ommls ion shall 
report -the results of its inv-estigation to the two Governments 
and shall ma·ke L!0commendatfons as· to the regulation <>f the 
halibut fishery of the No:r:th Pacific Ocean, including the Bering 
Sea, '•;rhich may seem to be desirable for its. preservation and 
de-velopment. 

AR'.l'J CLE 1 V. 

The high contracting parties agree t-0 enact nnd enforce such 
legislation as may be necessary to make effective the pt·ovi
sions of this convention, with appropriate penalties for vlo1a. 
tions thereof. 

ARTICL.E V. 
This convention shall remain in force for a period ·of five 

years and thereafter unti1 two years from the date when either 
of the hlgh contracting parties shall give notice to the other 

'Of its desire to terminate it. It shall be ratified ht o.ccordance 
with the constitutional methods of the high contracting parties. 
Tbe ratifications shall be exchanged in WasWngton as soon as 
practicable, and the convention shall come into fo1'Ce on the day 
of the exchange of ratifications. 

In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed 
the present convention in duplicate. and the'euuto affixed tbeie 
seals. 

Done at the city o! Washington the 2d day of l\la.rc:h, in the 
year of our Lord 1923. CH_.\RLES EVANS HUGHE~ . [SEAL.1 

ERNEST LAPornn:. [SEAL.} 

CO~'FIR~iATIONS. 
E:recutive noniinations confi,11ned by the Seti.ate March 4 (Tegisla,

tive day of March 3) , 1923. 
ABSOCIATE JUDGES OF COURT OF CUSTOM APPEALS. 

Oscar E. Bland to be associate judge, United States Court ot 
Customs Appeals . . 

Charles S. Hatfield to l>e associate judge, United States Court 
of Customs Appeals. 

Pos1'MASTEgs, 

IDAHO. 
Burton D. Fox, Challis. 
Mildred W. Des Voigues, Deary. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Alexander R. Wright, Oakes. 
~ORTH CUOLC' .. 

Grover C. Robbins, Blowing Rock. 
TEN~. SEE. 

Daniel L. Hy<ler, Elizabethton. 
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